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Current Topics. 


Mr. Justice Joycs is to sit next week as an additional judge 
of the King’s Bench Division. 





Tue pinnER to Sir Jonn Hoxtzams last week, while it was 
without example in its object, was also unequalled in its success. 
The speeches of the Lord Chancellor and the Attorney-General 
in proposing the health of the guest were, as will be seen by the 
report with which we have been favoured, graceful and appro- 
priate, while, by common consent, the response of the guest to 
the toast could not have been excelled. In the difficult position 
of having to talk about himself, Sir Jonn Hottams acquitted 
himself in the most modest and felicitous manner. He interested 
his hearers by drawing upon his recollections of his long 
career, during which, as he related with some satisfaction, he 
had briefed no fewer than eight Lord Chancellors, thirty Lords 
Justices, fifty judges of first instance, and twenty-eight law 
officers of the Crown. While the dinner was mainly a testimony 
to the unique position, high character, and public services of the 


.| guest it may also be taken as a welcome testimony of the 


profound respect which it is possible for a solicitor to acquire 
outside the ranks of his own branch of the profession. 





In REPLY to a question put by Mr. Rewwanr to the Attorney- 
General in the House of Grasten as to “whether, in view of 
the fact that ory titles to land which are now being regis- 
tered under the Order in Council applying the compulsory pro- 
visions of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, to the county of London 
cannot mature into absolute titles, he will consider the expedi- 
ency of suspending the further registration of possessory titles 
until a scheme for facilitating the registration of absolute titles 
can be formulated,” the Attorney-General, on Monday, gave the 
following printed reply :— 


‘This question has been considered, and it is not tho 


t desirable 





may remind 
20 


to suspend the further registration of possessory titles. 
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my hon.:and learned friend of the order of the 10th of Februa~y of | whether this construction of these words will be considered by 
this year, under the Land Transfer Act, for facilitating applications 


for the registration of absolute titles; and, although the Act does 


—__—_—= 


the Court of Crown Cases Reserved or by a judge experienced 
in criminal matters. 


not provide that possessory titles shall mature into absolute titles, it 
is considered that their registration should not be suspended, as they 
will in the future occupy an advantageous position with reference to 





further registration [query, legislation] which is now under considera 
tion.” 


It will be observed from the concluding words that the scheme 


In THE action brought by Sir Ricuarp Harrveron against the 
committee of the Oxford and Cambridge University Club, 
Joyce, J., seems to have taken a very strict and technical view 


f the legal relati isting b th bers of a club, 
for making possessory titles absolute at the end of two years ee eee See See oe eee ae 


is still ‘‘ under consideration,” and that the reason alleged fo 


not suspending registration with a possessory title is that titles 
80 


red will in the future “occupy an advantageou 


position ” with reference to this scheme. We think that mos 


people will probably now be convinced that the introduction of 


The club in question was founded in [830 with a set of rules 
which did not contain any power of alteration. Notwithstanding 
this, the rule fixing the annual subscription, which originally was 
five guineas, was from time to time altered, and in 1881 a 
further alteration was made, raising it to eight guineas. The 


r 


8 
t 


les had al 1 in oth ts. R 1 
@ measure to carry out the scheme may be anticipated at an sores Sak Sen Reeyeaiay See Saves inytherseapes <r 


early date. 
A creat stride has been taken this week in the direction o 





it was decided by a majority of the members at a general —s 
that a further change should be made, and that the annu 
f | Subscription should be raised to nine guineas, but there was a 


bringing about the long-threatened prosecution of the late considerable dissentient minority, and Sir Ricuarp Hariyeroy 
managing director of a toate and Globe Corporation. We took steps to test the legality of the change. Mr. Justice 
commented recently in these columns on the refusal of the Joyce has treated the rules as forming a contract between the 
Attorney-General to order the Director of Public Prosecutions members, so that, just as in any other contract, no change in 


to institute proceedings. Now an application has been made to 


their terms can be made, save by virtue of an express power, 
’ 


rear xy. J. 3 h ies | Unless all the members consent. It does not appear, however, 
~ Glen fec’on coker A re tes Ge sticad sede that Sir Ricoarp Hartneron contended that the original rules 
cial tentitnte end. conduct a cominal prosecution against the | Were still in force as to all members, so that none could be com- 


director in question at the expense, to a considerable extent, of the 


pelled to pay more than five guineas, and it would seem 


assets of the company. Such an application is rarely made, and that each member is to be treated as being bound by the 
when made, the isles who hears it Taaats te placed in somewhat | Tules in force at the time when he enters. There is thus the 
the same position as a grand jury. His functions are very differ- difficulty, if the matter is one merely of contract, that a part 
ent from those of the Attorney-General when asked to direct a|°f the members of the club are governed by rules which 
prosecution. The judge has to consider merely whether a primd | 1" regard to the fundamental constitution of the club are to be 
facie case is made out ; and probably would not consider it within taken to be invalid. We are not sure that the matter is to be 


his province to examine 


osely into the defences likely to be treated as purely one of contract, but ifit is, the more reason- 


raised, or the question whether or not the case for the prosecu- able view surely is that anyone who enters such a society knows 
rosa likely to prove too strong for such defences and a con-| that the rules will require alteration from time to time, and 


viction is probable. 


The Attorney-General, on the other impliedly assents to any alteration which is made by a 


hand, has to weigh these matters. He has to remember majority of the members. In a small association of persons, 


that such a prosecution oftens costs man 


thousands 


like a partnership, unanimity is properly required for any change 


of public money, and he has to form an opinion whether or not, in the terms; but in larger societies unanimity is not practicable, 
if proceedings be started, there is a reasonable certainty of | 2°T is it expected. It is the essence of the government of such 
obtaining a convictiou. If he does not think that there is such | 9” association as a club that changes must be made, and, if no 
a reasonable certainty, then he ought clearly to refuse to allow special majority is fixed, a bare majority should be sufficient. The 
the public money to be spent on proceedings which, if they do reasonable way of treating the matter would seem to be to imply 
not succeed, will do more harm than good. Even, therefore, if | ® Stipulation to this effect. 


the same evidence were laid before the judge and the Attorney- 
General, their functions are so different that no surprise 
need be felt at the two authorities arriving at results 
which are apparently inconsistent. We have, however, 





Tue Prevention of Corruption Bill has again been introduced 
in the House of Lords and has passed a second reading. This 


° : .? | is a Bill which i iti ive ri 
no means of proving whether or not the same evidence was in 1s a which ought not to excite much opposition, or give rise 


fact laid before the Attorney-General and Bucxzey, J. 





Aaatn, as suggested by the judge, it is quite possible that the 
Attorney-Gen having formed the opinion that the result of a 
prosecution was very uncertain, and that though a conviction was 
possible, an acquittal was the more probable result, may have 

that under such circumstances the assets of the company 

bear the expense and not the public. As section 167 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, expressly provides for a prosecution at the 
expense of those assets, this seems a very reasonable view to take. 
It would be improper for us to express any opinion as to the 
probable result of these ings; but it is interesting to 
mark the interpretation put by a Chancery judge on a section of 
the Larceny Act. Under section 84 of that Act it is an offence 
for a director to make and publish a false statement or 
account “ with intent to deceive or defraud” any shareholder or 
creditor. Buoxizy, J., says that “ to deceive” is to induce a 
person to believe that a thing is true which is in fact false ; while 
“to defraud ” is to mee by means of deceit. Now the mere 
fact of knowingly publishing a false statement must be intended 
to deceive someone, or there would be no object whatever in 
publishing a statement not true. Therefore, the words “ with 
intent to deceive” are mere surplusage. It is submitted that 
in the section “deceive” means nearly the same as “ defraud,” 
and that it must be shewn that the intention was to deceive 
some person to that person’s harm. It will be interesting to see 


to lengthy debates, and therefore the Government can, if they 
choose, pass it through the House of Commons without interfer- 
ing to any serious extent with other business. The evil which it 
is aimed at is a very serious one, and the need for a change in 
the law is really pressing. At least this was so in the opinion of 
the late Chief Justice, Lord Rossen, or Krutowen, and 
the present Chief Justice and the Lord Chancellor 
have emphatically declared that they take the same 
view. As many of our most experienced judges have joined in 
this demand for legislation, perhaps at last Parliament may be 
induced to pass a measure which will be felt in every corner 
of the country, and which ought to do a vast deal of good in 
purifying trade of a most mischievous disease. The chief pro- 
vision of the Bill is that, “if any agent corruptly and 
without the knowledge of his principal accepts or obtains, 
or agrees to accept or obtain, from any person for himself 
or for any other person, any gift or consideration as 
an inducement or reward for doing or orbearing to do 
any act in relation to his principal’s business, or for 
shewing or forbearing to shew favour or disfavour to any 
person in relation to his principal’s business,” he shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor; and the person who corruptly gives 
or offers any such gift or consideration shall also be guilty of a 
misdemeanour. It is obvious that care will have to be taken 


that the new law, when it comes into force, does not in any 
way interfere with legitimate commissions; and it is to 
be noticed that the whole provision is governed by the 
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law as to their liability, but simply introduces a more convenient 
procedure for the purpose of enforcing this liability. By clause 
1, every innkeeper shall supply the reasonable demands of every 
traveller for board, lodging, refreshment, and other accommoda- 
tion of the like nature, if he has at his disposal accommodation 
of the nature and character demanded. By clause 2, the pro- 
visions of the Act shall not apply to a traveller who (a4) because 
he is intoxicated, or for any other cause, is, or is likely to become 
a source of annoyance to the innkeeper or his guests, or (4) fails 
to tender, if called upon to do so, a sum adequate to the cost 
of the accommodation demanded. These provisions, as was 
expressly stated by Sir Brampton Gurpon, who introduced the 
Bill, do not alter the existing law, but it appears that in 
numerous instances innkeepers have refused to supply refresh- 
ments (other than intoxicating liquors), such as tea and bread 
and butter, to wayfarers, and the Bill, which goes on to impose 
malties, increasing with a repetition of the offence, and to 
be recovered by summary proceedings, upon innkeepers who 
refuse to supply the reasonable demands of travellers, is intended 
to make the clumsy and expensive proceeding by indictment 
unn The difficulty in obtaining reasonable refresh- 
ments has always been, in our rural districts, a hindrance to 
estrians, and the same hindrance has been experienced of 
late years by the numerous company of cyclists. Our sympathy 
is, therefore, wholly in favour of the object of this Bill. 


The Banker's Overdrafts of Local 


Authorities. 
I. 


Is the previous article on this subject, ante, p. 331, the case of 
Reg. v. Reed (5 Q. B. D. 483) was cited for the proposition that 
an overdraft was in reality a loan. The case was a School 
Board case, and it is not thought that the point has ever come up 
for decision directly in relation to the borrowing powers of local 
authorities, but the same principle was affirmed by the House 
of Lords in Brooks v. The Blackburn and District Benefit Building 
Society (33 W. R. 309), which is altogether an instructive case 
upon the general position of bankers who allow overdrafts. In 
that case Lord Watson said: ‘‘I must confess my inability to 
understand the proposition that an advance by a banker toa 
customer, whose account is overdrawn, does not constitute a 
borrowing and lending in the strictest sense of the words. 
It is, no doubt, a particular mode of borrowing, and is frequently 
resorted to by business men, not for the purpose of obtaining 
a@ permanent loan, but temporary accommodation; still, 
it may be used so as to add to the capital, and so to 
increase the liabilities of the borrower.’”’ Now, where a local 
authority has no borrowing powers, the inevitable result of 
incurring an overdraft on current account must be, and in nine 
cases out of ten is, to make it impossible to discharge that 
overdraft except by means of a rate which is of a retrospective 
But, apart from their borrowing powers, and apart 

from some special provision in some special statute giving power 
to raise a rate for some special purpose, it is a well-established 
principle that local authorities have no right to charge future 
ratepayers with present expenditure. It isa principle which has 
always been applicable to poor rates, and has been applied under 
the majority of rating statutes, unless some power to make a 
retrospective rate is expressly, or by necessary implication, to be 
found in the statute: Smith v. Southampton Corporation (supra, 
per Cuanyett, J.). Of course, if the local authority has 
statutory borrowing powers it is altogether different. he effect 
of their borrowing powers is to enable them to charge 
instalments of present expenditure upon future ratepayers, 
since borrowing powers are only granted upon the supposition 
that the expenditure will benefit future ratepayers, and ought, 
therefore, to be charged to capital account. Bankers, 
therefore, who in such cases allow these overdrafts on current 
account run considerable risks, since, if it is necessary to repay 
them out of the rates, the local authority might refuse to do so, 
and the bankers would have no remedy against them or their 
y. Indeed, it is very doubtful, having regard to the 








bankers could be enforced against it. In the case last mentioned 
it was held that the bankers had no right to hold deeds deposited 
with them as security for overdrafts, as the rules of the sociét 
did not authorize the loans, and the same principle would apply, 
it is conceived, in the case of local authorities who had no 
borrowing powers. 

Although this is the rule, it may perhaps be possible to pray 
in aid in such cases, at any rate so far as municipal corpora. 
tions are concerned, the benefit of the exception established in 
Re Cork and Youghal Railway Co, (4 Ch. App. 748), that, if loans, 
in this case by way of overdrafts, are made to a corporation which 
has no borrowing powers, such loans may be enforced against 
the corporation if the money was applied for purposes upon which 
the corporation might lawfully expend its funds. But this ig 
really not an exception. For it is only another way of 
saying that the corporation has power to borrow by necessary 
implication because it could not fulfil the purposes for which it 
exists without doing so. As we have already seen, such an 
inferential power to borrow cannot. exist in the cases of local 
authorities which are the creations of statute, except in very 
exceptional cases. Of course, in practice, local authorities, 
such as county and district councils, do sometimes obtain these’ 
overdrafts and repay them out of future rates, and if they 
choose to do so, and take the chance of the auditor passing 
them, or if he surcharges them, of getting the surcharges 
remitted by the Local Government Board, they can do s0. 
But it is a risky proceeding, and such a surcharge would 
probably only be remitted in very exceptional circumstances. 


To conclude this part of the subject, it may be stated broadly 
that, where a local authority has no borrowing powers, it is not 
safe for a bank to lend its money by way of overdraft, either on 
current account or capital account. 

Altogether different considerations apply, however, when 
the local authority has borrowing powers, and it will be 
instructive to consider the question of overdrafts from that 
aspect. As has already been pointed out, this expedient of 
raising a loan temporarily by means of an overdraft on capital 
account is very frequently resorted to by local authorities for 
various reasons, and, although the Local Government Board 
look askance at it, it is a very convenient practice, and one 
which, in Smith v. Corporation of Southampton, was recognized 
by CuanneEtt, J., as being the course which must practically 
always be taken in respect of matters which require to be paid 
quickly, and where the local authority have necessarily to incur 
some small expenditure before the loan is raised. Even if not 
strictly legal, still the court would probably find a loophole for 
bankers who accommodated local authorities in this way. The 
chief objection to it seems to be that its practical effect is to 
prolong the repayment of the loan over a longer period than 
is authorized. The period over which a loan is to extend 
is, of course, always fixed by Bill, or by the Local 
Government Board, or by the Public Works Loans Com- 
missioners, as the case may be. If, for instance, a loan is 
sanctioned, conditional on its repayment being extended 
over twenty years, and the local authority, for one reason or 
another, borrow part of the money on overdraft for one or two 
years, and then issue stock on the basis of paying off the loan 
within the next twenty years, the result may be to prolong the 
period over which the loan is repayable, and therefore t» charge 
part of the loan upon ratepayers upon whom they have never been 
authorized to charge it. 

There can be no doubt that this whole question of overdrafts 
by local authorities deserves to be reconsidered. At present 
neither local authorities themselves, nor bankers to wh »m they 
may apply for overdrafts, are in at all a satisfactory position. 
Withio certain well-defined limits, and subjeet to certain safe- 
guards, there can be no possible objection to a local authority 
being afforded the ordinary business facilities which are givea 
by an overdraft, and they ought to be put in a position to be able 
legally to incur such an overdraft. This is more particularly the 
case where they have got the necessary borrowing powers. 
In such cases provision should be made to enable them, if 80 
advised, to postpone the issue of debentures or stock for 4 
certain period, which period might be capable of exten- 





decision in the Blackburn, e., Society v. Brooks & Co. (29 Oh. D. 


sion with the sanction of the Local Government Board, and 





903), whether any security given by the local authority to the. 
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to raise a loan for temporary purposes, either by overdraft 
or otherwise, secured by a mortgage of the rates. The 
working of the present system creates, as has been seen, some 
yery curious anomalies. While some local authorities can 
get almost unlimited overdrafts, others cannot get any. If the 
whole question were put on some sensible working basis, and 
all local autborities alike had to submit to a uniform system 
of auditing, it would tend greatly to the advantage of all 
concerned. 








Stockbrokers and Forged Powers of 
Attorney. 


Tux House of Lords in Starkey v. Bank of England (Times, 10th 
inst.) have affirmed without hesitation the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in Oliver v. Bank of England (50 W. R. 340; 1902, 1 
Ch. 610), who also had unanimously affirmed the judgment of 
Kexzwicu, J. (49 W. R. 391; 1901, 1 Oh. 652). By all the 
judges before whom the case has come it has been held that 
Collen v. Wright (6 W. R. 123, 8 E. & B. 647) correctly repre- 
sents the rule applicable where a man purports to contract on 
behalf of another under an authority which he has not in fact 
got, and that the rule extends also to other transactions besides 
contracts. In this respect the present decision affirms the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Firbank’s Executors v. 
Humphreys (85 W. R. 92, 18 Q. B. D. 54). Before 
Collen v. Wright attempts had been made to fix liability 
upon a person acting under an erroneous assumption of 
authority in other ways. He was liable, it was said, for 
misrepresentation, or he was, in the absence of an actual 
principal, himself liable as principal. But the former ground 
gave no cause of action in the absence of intentional misrepre- 
sentation—clearly this is so since Derry v. Peek (38 W. R. 33, 14 
App. Cas. 337)—and the argument based on the latter ground 
was rejected in Jones v, Hutchinson (13 Q. B. 744). In Collen v. 
Wright, as is well known, Cocxsurn, O.J., in his dissentient 
judgment, declined to admit any other ground upon which 
the alleged agent could be made liable, but the majority 
of the Court of Exchequer Chamber, in the judgment 
delivered by Wutuzs, J., established the doctrine that a 
man purporting to contract as agent impliedly warrants the 
existence of his authority, and if in fact it does not exist, and 
loss results to the other side, then he is liable for a breach of the 
warranty. ‘I am of opinion,” said Wruzs, J., ‘‘ that a person 
who induces another to contract with him as the agent of a third 
party by an unqualified assertion of his being authorized to act 
as such agent, is answerable to the person who so contracts for 
any damages which he may sustain by reason of the assertion of 
authority being untrue.” And the ground upon which that 
statement was to be supported was expressed in the following 
words: “The obligation arising in such a case is well expressed 
by saying that a person professing to contract as agent for 
another impliedly, if not expressly, undertakes to or promises 
the person who enters into such contract, upon the faith of the 
rofessed agent being duly authorized, that the authority which 

e professes to have does in fact exist.” 
In Firbank’s Executors v. Humphreys (supra) the question 
arose whether the principle of Collen v. Wright was restricted to 
cases of contractor no, and it was held by the Court of Appeal: 
that it was not. ‘The principle of Collen v. Wright,” said 
Lord Esuzr, M.R., “extends further than the case of one 
ew inducing another to enter into a contract. The rule to 
deduced is, that where a person by asserting that he has the 
authority of the principal induces another person to enter into 
any transaction which he would not have entered into but for 
that assertion, and the assertion turns out to be untrue, to the 
injury of the person to whom it is made, it must be taken 
that the person making it undertook that it was true, 
and he is liable personally for the damage that has 
occurred.” In Firbunk’s Hxecutors v. Humphreys, Firpanx 
was a contractor who had entered into a contract with a 
railway company for the construction of certain works, Sub- 
sequently to the contract he agreed to waive his right to cash pay- 
ment and to accept part of the payment 1n debenture stock which 


the borrowing powers of the company were exhausted, though 
the directors were not aware of the fact, and the stock was 
worthless. 
stated, that the directors were liable to the executors of the 
contractor fur a breach of their implied warranty of authority. 


It was held, in accordance with the principle just 


“Speaking generally,” said Liyptzy, LJ., ‘‘an action for 


damages will not lie against a person who honestly makes a 
representation which misleads another. 


But to this general 

rule there is at least one well-established exception—viz., where 

an agent assumes an authority which he does not and 

induces another to deal with him upon the faith that he has the 

authority which he assumes. The present case is within this 

exception, and the directors are liable to the contractor for the 

misrepresentation they made to him.” 

The facts in Starkey v. Bank of England have been stated on 

former occasions when the matter then in dispute has been 

under consideration. It is sufficient to say now that in 

December, 1897, a sum of stock was standing at the Bank of 
England in the names of Mr. Epnear Oxiver and his brother, 

F. W. Otrtver, as trustees. In that month F. W. Otrver 

instructed a firm of stockbrokers, Messrs. Starkey, Leveson, & 

Cooks, to sell the stock. In due course the stockbrokers 

obtained from the bank a form of power of attorney and 

returned it to the bank executed in favour of Messrs. Starkey 
and Leveson, two of the members of the firm, apparently by both 
the trustees. In fact, however, the signature of Mr. Epcar 
Oxtver had been forged, and the bank, who acted upon the 
power of attorney and transferred the stock, had ultimately 
to replace it. For this they sought to make the stock- 
brokers liable, and in accordance with the above cases 
that liability has been established. At the commence- 
ment of the litigation the attempt was made to shew 
that the bank, in aeting upon powers of attorney, did not 
really rely upon the stockbrokers who put them forward, but 
upon their own inquiries and their own examination of the docu- 
ment; and it was urged that the bank had in practice greater 
facilities for verifying the execution of powers of attorney than 
stockbrokers. In some of the reports of Collen v. Wright it is 
stated as one of the reasons for holding a pretended agent liable, 
that he affords the other no opportunity of judging for him- 
self as to the existence of his authority. If this point were relevant, 
it might be urged in the present case that the stockbrokers gave the 
bank the opportunity of judging as to the genuineness of the 
power of attorney and thereby excluded their own liability. But 
the passage in question does not occur in the report of Collen v. 
Wright in Extts and Buacksury, and it has not been treated as 
material for the purpose of the present case. When this aspect 
of the matter is dismissed, the case seems to fall clearly 
within the principle of Collen vy. Wright as explained in Firbank’s 
Executors v. Humphreys, and so the House of Lords have held. 


The Dinner to Sir John Hollams. 


On the 6th inst. Sir Joun HoLiams was entertained at a banquet held 
in the Inner Temple Hall by a large number of members of the bench 
and bar who desired to shew their sense of his high character and 
long and honourable career. 

The Lord CHANCELLOR took the chair, and among those present 
were Lord James of Hereford, the Lord Chief Justice, Lord 
Macnaghten, Lord Davey, the Master of the Rolls, Lord Justice 
Vaughan Williams, Lord Justice Romer, Lord Justice Stirling, Lord 
Justice Mathew, Sir Andrew Scoble, Mr. Justice Grantham, Mr. 
Justice Kekewich, Mr. Justice Barnes, Mr. Justice Bigham, Mr. 
Justice Channell, Mr. Justice Bucknill, Mr. Justice Buckley, Mr. 
Justice Joyce, Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady, Mr. Justice Walton, the 
Recorder of London, the Attorney-General, the Solicitor-General, Sir 
Edward Clarke, K.C., Sir Harry Poland, K.C., Sir R. D. M. Littler, 
K.C., Judge Lumley Smith, K.C., Judge Sir Alfred Marten, K.C., 
Judge Bacon, Judge Snagge, Judge Wightman Wood, Judge Russell, 
Master James R. Mellor, Master Macdonell, C.B., Master Binns 
Smith, Master Satow, Master Lawford, and many members of the 
bar. 

After dinner, the met Cena. who an ogo bg ren 
cheering, proposed the h of hi jesty the King, her Majesty 
the Guvet, ae other members ot the Royal y, which was 
received with acclamation. 

Rising again, he gave the health of Sir Jown Hottams. In the 











_ Was issued to him by the directors. At the time of such issue 


course of his speech he drew attention to the fact that the compli- 
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ment now being paid to Sir Jonny HoLuams was of a unique kind. 

He referred to the eminent services of the guest of the evening asa 

member of the Judicature Commission, and to other notable incidents 

in his long career. The high tribute which, in conclusion, he paid to 

be character and attainments of Sir Jonn HoiiAms was loudly 
eered. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said: My Lords and Gentlemen, it is seldom 
that the toast of the evening is confided to two speakers. Indeed, 
one may doubt if this has ever been done before, which only serves to 
emphasize how absolutely unique is the occasion which has gathered 
us together. The bench and the bar have here met as joint hosts of 
our distinguished guest, and fitting is it, therefore, that the Attorney- 
General, as leader of the bar, should endorse the eloquent words 
which have fallen from the Lord Chancellor, speaking, 
not for himself only—though this would be no mean tribute 
—but on behalf of the great judicial body of which he is the 
acknowledged head. In a sentence I can say all which has 
been left to me by declaring that those who have known Sir JoHN 
HOLLAMs best and longest will be the most strenuous in saying that 
his career has been one of unexampled honour, in which no success 
has come to him which he has not fairly won, no reward has fallen to 
him which he has not finely earned. That he may live long to enjoy 
his success, and delight in his reward, is the wish which I tender to 
him on behalf of the English bar. 

At the close of the Attorney-General’s speech, the whole company 
rose, and on the call of the Lord Chief Justice of England, turned 
to Sir Joun Hoiiams and greeted him with three rousing cheers. 

Sir Joun Houuams then replied as follows: My Lords and Gentle- 
men, I am quite overwhelmed by your kindness. I am utterly at a 
loss to find words to express what I desire to say. In fact no 
language could adequately convey my gratitude to you and 
to the Lord Chancellor for what he has so kindly said. I wish 
I could feel that I in any degree merited this unprecedented distinc- 
tion. I can conceive no greater gratification to any professional man 
at the close of his career than to receive a verdict of approval from 
those who have had the opportunity of criticizing his conduct. The 
Lord Chancellor has referred to the work of the Judicature Commis- 
sion. The proceedings of that commission were certainly very 
prolonged ; in fact they extended to a period of nearly seven years. 

inent members of that commission devoted a remarkable amount 

of time to the subject, and notably Lord SeLBorne, Lord Justice 
James, and Mr. Justice Quary. I, at their request, frequently met 
them between the ordinary meetings of the commission for the purpose 
of considering suggestions and resolutions to be proposed for the 
i ion of the commission. Nothing was done hastily. 
Every suggestion was carefully discussed and considered. Some 
ink the commission did too much, some think it did too little. The 
dream of complete fusion, the substitution of one law for the old 
terms common law and equity, was not realized, but the jurisdiction 
of the judge to do justice was secured, and it was no longer possible 
for the j to say to the suitor “‘I cannot help you, you have come 
to the wrong court.” I recall a case in which, after a full hearing 
before a Vice-Chancellor, a decree had been made awarding the 
plaintiffs several thousand pounds. The Court of Appeal, however, 
held that the claim was not one to be enforced in the court of 
Chancery and must be the subject of an action at common 
law, and consequently dismissed the suit, leaving the un- 
fortunate plaintiffs to begin de novo in another court. The 
scandal of cross-actions no longer exists. I am reminded of an 
instance in which the sole question between the parties was whether 
the freight of a vessel had Sean justifiably paid to the brokers of the 
ship. The shipowner brought an action in the court of Queen’s 
Bench against the merchants for recovery of the freight. The 
merchants brought 4 cross-action in the court of Common Pleas against 
the shipowner for non-delivery of the cargo after payment of the 
freight. The shipowner’s action was tried at the Guildhall by a special 
jury, who found a verdict in his favour. Within a weck, the chon store 
action was tried at the Guildhall, also before a special jury, who found 
@ verdict in favour of the merchants. Thus the two verdicts 
were absolutely contradictory, and of course applications for 
néw trials and so on ensued in each court. But what some who 
have not been very long in practice may not realize is, that before the 
Judicature Act there were only twelve weeks in the whole year in 
which a special ax heya could be tried in either London or Middle- 
sex; for forty weeks out of the fifty-two no such action could be 
tried. I think all must admit that in these respects at least there 
has been an improvement, whether or not ite improvement is 
neoied it is not for me now to ray. My lords and gentlemen, my own 
career has been an uneventful one, and the only way in 

which it can be usefully referred to is that, so far as it has been a 
success, it may be an encouragement to those who ure entering any 
profiemon. 1 had no advantages whatever. My father was a country 
Gergyman with limited means, and when 1 came to London I 
GA wh know anyome here. Fortunately for myself I was 
compelled to work hard. But Wwyoud all doutt such success as 





I have had is to be attributed to the valuable guidance and aid 
which I have received from eminent members of the bar. [y 
that respect I have been most fortunate. I recall the names of eight 
Lord Chancellors who have held briefs for me, of thirty Lord Justices 
who have done so, and of nearly or quite fifty judges of first instance, 
Further, I had the advantage, not now available to ordinary suitors, 
of securing the services of the most distinguished advocates who were 
for the time being law officers of the Crown. I recall the names of 
twenty-eight who, either as Attorney or Solicitor-General, have con- 
ducted cases forme. Probably few now in practice can refer to what 
passed at a consultation with Sir WmL1AmM FOo.Lverr. If itis not 
wearying you, it may be of interest to mention a case m 
which I attended a consultation with him. A suit had been 
instituted in the court of Chancery on behalf of the grantees from 
the Corporation of London of certain customary dues in respect of 
corn landed in the Port of London. The defendants in the action 
were a firm of brewers carrying on extensive business at Westminster. 
They denied liability on the ground that the dues were not payable in 
respect of barley not imported for sale as barley but to be converted 
into malt and used in their own premises, and further that their 
particular premises were exempt. At the hearing of the suit certain 
issues were directed to be tried by a special jury in a court of common 
law, and, inasmuch as it was suggested that a jury of Middlesex or 
London might be prejudiced, the case was ordered to be tried 
at Winchester Assizes. On going to consultation with Sir 
Wituram Foutzert, he at once said: ‘‘ Your witnesses are 
not competent, they are interested in the revenues of 
London.” The suggested interest was, of course, for practical 
purposes imaginary, but Sir WiLiiAM FoLLerrT said: ‘‘ You can 
easily get over the difficulty. Have 100 deeds of release printed and 
stamped and let each witness execute the deed as he gets into the 
witness-box, he will then be competent.” What followed in the par- 
ticular case is perhaps even more startling. Briefs had been delivered, 
all available accommodation had been secured at Winchester for the 
witnesses, and both parties were ready for trial. But a day or two 
before the day appointed for the trial an announcement appeared in the 
Times of the death of one of the partners inthe defendants’ firm. It was 
a partnership matter, and the death of a partner made no practical 
difference, and both parties were desirous of proceeding ; but it was 
said that the suit had become abated, and that there was no juris- 
diction to try, and that a bill of revivor must be filed and consequent 
proceedings taken. I think that all will agree that the state of 
things which then existed was unsatisfactory. My lords and 
gentlemen, again I thank you. Your kindness has filled my 
heart to overflowing. It will give lasting pleasure to those who bear 
my name, and I believe it will be generally appreciated by the 
profession of which I am a member. I do indeed thank you. 

The health of the chairman was given by Lord JAMES oF HERE- 
FORD, who said: My Lords and Gentlemen, the scene of to-night 
recalls to my mind events that took place long ago. I well remember 
when, sitting in my chambers in the summer of 1853, supported by 
nothing but hope founded on no success, the clerk of an eminent 
barrister, Mr. Witt1AM BALLANTINE, presented himself with the 
request that I should take charge of a brief to prosecute an offender 
against the provisions of the Merchant Shipping Act. I was desired 
to attend at the Thames police-court, and thereunto I repaired full of 
elation—an elation which was considerably checked when I noticed 
the expression with which the instructing solicitor greeted his 
vicarious counsel. As the case proceeded, and my inexperience, 
allied with # fair share of ignorance, developed itself, that solicitor 
shrank into silence, and well I recollect that when we left Arbour- 
square and walked homewards through the Commercial-road, the 
subject of that magisterial investigation did not form the subject of 
our conversation. Well, that solicitor was Sir Joun Hoxttams. I do 
not know if he recollects the incident. It certainly took him twenty 
years to forget it. Now, my duty is not to add to the words of the 
Lord Chancellor and the Attorney-Gencral—it would be an intrusion 
for me to do so-~but I ask permission to endorse in the fullest degree 
one sentence uttered by the Lord Chancellor. Here, in the presence 
of many old associates whom I see around me, I can assert most 
positively that during the twenty-five years I received the constant 
proof of Sir Joun Ho.ams’ confidence we never once were 
asked to take any course or utter any werds that were not 
in unison with the highest feelings of an English gentleman. 
And now, my lords and gentlemen, other scenes are recalled to my 
memory. I have an indistinct, a very indistinct, \vision of a young 
barrister speaking in the room of a public debating society. He 
oo with a fluency I envied and a rapidity of utterance which I fear 

copied, His political views were not of a progressive character, 
and if his opinions had to be represented by an emblem, I fancy that 
a deep dark blue would have he the ribbon of his wear. Consis- 
tency is the attribute of great mon, and I am pretty sure that that 
colour remains as of old. The true blue of filty yoars ago shews 


no sign of fading, Well, as time passed on, soon we had to notice 
of IL, 8. GivvaAnp appeared in our 
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Law Reports; from one court to another the young barrister 
passed, — success and reputation in Law officerships 
succeeded, until sixteen years ago the highest judicial office was 
reached. Now throughout this career I have stood not far away 
from Lord HALSBURY’s path. Many and many a struggle I have had 
with him, and yet I do not recollect one angry word passing between 
us. I remember JoHN HOLKER once saying to me: “ The surest 
way of findirg out whether a man is a good fellow is to see whether, 
after a day’s fighting at »isi prius, you want to walk back from 
Westminster to -the Temple with him.” Well, after many such 
days of contest, I always wanted to walk homewards with our chair- 
man. Perhaps more distinguished than his career as an advocate has 
been the judicial life of Lord HAtspury. Ever has he shewn himself 
determined to administer true justice, until he has become, as every 
judge should be, 
“The hope of those who suffer 
The dread of those who wrong.” 

And if this long and distinguished career can be reviewed, the 
prospect for the future is yet bright. Those who know best will tell 
you that the Chancellor has scarcely reached his prime. This is so in 
respect of mental -gifts—still more certain is the assertion when 
applied to physical power. Every week his increasing skill at golf 
develops itself—every week the drives grow longer, the putting more 
accurate. I have reason to believe also that an increasing confidence 
ina scientific skill in bridge whist is for good cause being brought 
home to our chairman’s mind. And now, my lords and gentlemen, I 
have to ask your to drink in all sincerity and enthusiasm to the health 
of that advocate who ever supported the honour and best interests to 
the bar, to the health of that judge who administers true and strong 
justice, and above all to the health of the man whose friendship is so 
true that many of us return it with affection. I give you the health 
of HARDINGE STANLEY GIFFARD, Earl of HaLsBury. 

This toast was received with great enthusiasm, and after a 
humorous reply from the Lord Chancellor, the large company 
separated. 








Reviews. 


Books Received. 


The Local Authorities’ and Managers’ and Teachers’ Guide to the | 
Education Acts. By H. C. Ricnarps, Esq., M.P., K.C., and Henry 
Lynn, Esq., Standing Counsel to the National Union of Teachers. 
Jordan & Sons (Limited). 


County Court Practice Made Easy ; or, Debt Collection Simplified. 
By A Souicrror. Second Edition. Effingham Wilson. 


The Silent Trade: A Contribution to the Early History of Human 
Intercourse. By P. J. Hammton Grierson. Edinburgh: William 
Green & Sons. 

The English Reports. Vole XXV.: Chancery V., containing 
Gilbert Select Cases, temp. King; Mosely W. Kelynge Cases, temp. | 
Talbot ; and West, temp. Hardwicke. William Green & Sons, Edin- | 
burgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

The Law Relating to Electric Lighting, Traction, and Power. | 
Third Edition. By Joun Suiess Wirz, K.C. Butterworth & Co. 

The History and Law of Fisheries. By Srvart A. Moors, F.S.A., | 
Barrister-at-Law, and Hubert Stuart Moors, Barrister-at-Law. | 
Stevens & Haynes. 





_A Handy Book of Fishery Laws. By Gzorcre C.Oxe. Third 
Edition. Embodying Bund’s Law of Salmon Fisheries and | 
Paterson’s Fishery Laws, and including the Law as to Sea! 


Fisheries; with Complete Statute and Local Laws as to Fisheries Gener- | 
ally, Local Fishery Regulations, List of Fishery Districts, Forms, &c. | 
By J. W. Wits Bunp, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, and A. C. | 
McBarnet, B.A., Barrister-at-Law, Butterworth & Co. 


The Law of Copyright. By Tuomas Epwarp Scrvrron, M.A., 
LL.B., K.C. Fourth Edition. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). 


Paterson’s Practical Statutes: The Practical Statutes of the Session 
1902 (2 Edward 7). With Introductions, Notes, Table of Statutes 
Repealed and Subjects Altered, Lists of Local and Personal and | 
Private Acts, and a copious Index. Edited by James SurneR.anp | 
Corton, Barrister-at-Law. Horace Cox. i 








What are known as “exhibits? in law cases range, says the Daily 
Graphic, from sheets of paper to boilers and other large articles, At 
Various times an omnibus, a motor-car, and a cab have been on view in 
the private roadway by the side of the Law Courts, and as these articles 
could not be produced in court, the judge and jury have had tocome outand 
inspect them in the open, One of the largest “ exhibits,” however, will 
be a ship’s boiler furnace, which is being conveyed from Swansea for 
inspection in an action which was to be heard before Mr, Justice Walton on 
Wednesday last, 





| of the solicitor. 


| not be subject to the pleasure of the attend 


Correspondence. 


The Law Association. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—A circular has recently been issued to all the London solicitors 
by the Law Association inviting subscriptions to that institution. 

The whole of the ground covered by the work of the Law Association 
is also covered by the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, and the latter 
society also makes grants of a large total amount in respect of 
country cases. 

As the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association is much the larger 
society, and contains by far the greater number of members, sugges- 
tions have been made from time to.time to the Law Association that 
the two associations should be amalgamated, and thus save the double 
expense incidental to the collection and administration of two sets of 
funds, but such suggestions have received no favour from the Law 
Association, who have hitherto declined even to consider the question — 
of amalgamation. 

I should be exceedingly sorry to divert a single shilling intended 
for the relief of necessitous solicitors or their families, but I think, 
before replying to the circular that has been issued, consideration 
should be given to the question of amalgamation, and that all 
members of the profession who take an interest in the welfare of either 
society should do what they can to bring both of them under the 
same management. R. G. 

March 5. . 





Admission to the Courts. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Will you allow me to draw attention in your columns to the 
unfair way in which admission to the courts is regulated? I 
sented myself the other day at the entrance (court corridor) of one (of 
the Chancery courts where a case was being heard in which there 
appeared to be a considerable amount of interest taken. The attendant 
asked me if I was engaged in the case or if I was a barrister. I 
informed him that I was a solicitor, but he would not allow me te 
enter. From the number of people in court I have no doubt that 
there were many persons who had obtained admission, being neither 
counsel nor those who were engaged in the case, but who had been 
attracted there out of curiosity. 

I am rather curious to know if the attendant would have admitted 
me had I been clad in the robe of which we hear so much about now. 
Probably I should have received a rebuff even then, and should have 
had to pay a visit to the nearest county court to regain my self- 
respect. His Honour Judge O'Connor said the other day that the 
robes of solicitors were very useful. They reminded the judge of the 
rights, status, and responsibility of the professional man; they 
reminded the professional man not only of his privileges, but also of 
his obligations ; and they reminded the client of the rights of the 
representative who spoke for him, and the privileges and immunities 
This sounds very pleasant, but in the High Court 
there appear to be more obligations and responsibilities than anything 
else. 

In all seriousness, sir, I think that solicitors, who pay highly to 
become such, who are officers of the court, to whose jurisdiction they 
are amenable in a far greater degree than the ordinary layman, 
should, if there is room in court after the members of the higher 
profession have taken their places, have “seogpey to outsiders, and 

at at the door. 
C. H. Hiexs. 
Bedford-row Chambers, 42, Theobald’s-road, W.C., March 5. 








The reputation of Judge Adams as a humorist is, says the Westheateséer 
Geretie, so well established that a joke which he often relates—made 
against himself from the bench—may perhaps be recorded. He was 
defending a prisoner on a charge of horse-stealing at the Munster Assizes 
many years ago before the late Mr. Justice Lawson, and began his address 
to the jury thus: ‘ May it please your lordship and gentlemen of the 
jury, my client is a horse-dealer.”” “‘ Quite right, Mr. Adams,” said the 
judge, ‘do I understand you to say he is a horse-stealer?"’ 

A Crown prosecution which excited considerable interest in the provinces 
not long ago was, says the Si, Jemes’s Gazette, founded on an indictment 
which was said to be the biggest ever seen in a court of justice. It 
measured more than a hundred feet in length, and the defendant against 
whom it was drawn up, had he demanded his full legal rights, might have 
required the clerk to read it over slowly three times—a process which 
would have occupied; the clerk for five ordinary working days! 
clerk of a court had lately to read an indictment of forty-five counts, 
written on a sheet two vards long; but six feet af is brevity itself 
compared with aa amasing document which came a judge in a 
French court last year, In the trial of a bishep who was 
obtaining four million francs by fraud, the indictment embraced ne fewer 
than eight thousand counts | 
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Result of Appeals. 


House of Lords. 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Co. »v. 
Heard for appellants. No counsel appears for respondent. 
appealed from affirmed, and appeal dismissed with costs. March 6. 


Starkey v. Governor and Company of the Bank of England. Respondents, 
counsel not called on. Order and judgment appealed from affirmed’ 
and appeal dismissed with costs. March 9 


Inderwick and Others v. Tatchell and Others. Respondents’ counsel not 
called on. Order appealed from affirmed, and appeal dismissed with 
costs. March 10. 


Glasscock (Ex parte). 


Appeal Court I. 
(Final List.) 


The Gas Light and Coke Co. (Limited) », The Cannon Brewery Co. Appeal 
of plaintiffs from judgment of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices 
Darling and Channell, dated April 10, 1902. Allowed with costs. 
March 6. 

Rose v. Preston. Appeal of defendant from judgment of Mr. Justice 
Wright, dated May 13, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex. Dismissed 
with costs. March 6. 

(Original Motions.) 

Yeatman v. Mitchell & Hughes. 
for costs of appeal (No. 176, K. B. Final List). 
March 9. 

Rayward v. Rock Brewery Co. (Limited) and Another. Application of 
plaintiff for leave to appeal (by order). Dismssed with costs. 
March 9. 


Application of respondents for security 
£20 ordered. 


(Interlocutory List.) 

Union Corporation (Limited) v. Charrington & Brodrick. Appeal of 
plaintiffs from order of Mr. Justice Bruce, dated Feb. 16, 1903. Dis- 
missed with costs. March 9. 


Brown, Janson & Co. v. Gilmore. Appeal of defendant from order of 
Mr. Justice Phillimore, dated Feb. 20, 1903. Allowed with costs. 
March 9. 


Shepherd v. Stern. Appeal of defendant from order of Mr. Justice 
Phillimore, dated Feb. 20, 1903. Allowed with costs. March 9. 


Horsfall v. Parr’s Bank (Limited). Appeal of plaintiff from order of Mr. 
Justice Phillimore, dated Feb. 24, 1903. Dismissed with costs. 
March 9. 

(Final List.) 
Odell v. Sharp. Appeal of defendant (in person) from judgment of Mr. 


Justice Phillimore, dated June 4, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex. 
Allowed with costs. March 10. 


Newton v. Ferguson. Appeal of plaintiff (in person) from judgment of 
Mr. Justice Ridley, dated April 26, 1902, without a jury, Middlesex. 
Dismissed with costs. March 10. 


(For Judgment.) 


Field v. London City and Midland Bank (Limited). Appeal of plaintiff 
from judgment of Mr. Justice Kennedy, dated May 16, 1902, with a 
special jury, Middlesex, and cross-notice by defendant Bank, dated 
June 17, 1902. Allowed with costs. March 11. 


Appeal Court II. 
(General List.) 


Corporation of Hove v. Brighton Intercepting and Sewers Board. Appeal 
of plaintiffs from order of Mr. Justice Kekewich (set down Oct. 3, 1902). 
Allowed with costs. March 6. 


In re Joseph Travis, deceased. Oxell v. Greatorex. Appeal of defendant 
from order of the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster 
(set down July 31, 1902). Dismissed with costs. March 6. 


In re Joseph Travis, deceased. 8. Oxell v. J. R. Greatorex and Others. 
Appeal of defendants from order of the Vice-Chancellor of the County 
naar of Lancaster (set down August 12, 1902). Dismissed with costs. 

rch 18, 


Probate. A. W. Lightbody v. G. West and Others. Appeal of defendant 
from order of The President (set down July 22, 1902). Dismissed with 
costs. March 11. 


In the Matter of A. Raisen, a solicitor of the Supreme Court. Appeal of 
applicant from judgment of Mr. Justice Buckley (set down Oct. 24, 


1902). Dismissed with costs. March 12. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
Divorce. H. Pinson vr. J. M. Pinson and F. Baumann. Application of 


H. Pinson for judgment or new trial, dated April 25, 1902, at trial before 
Mr. Justice Barnes and special jury, Middlesex (set down May 16, 1902). 
Dismissed with costs. March 11. 


Order 


Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


THE GAS LIGHT AND COKE CO, (LIM) v. THE CANNON BREWERY 
co (LIM.). Nv. 1. 6th March. 


Suppty or Gas—Arnrears or Gas Rate Dur py Outcorne Tenant—Porcnagg 
BY Incominc Tenant or Ourcoinc Tenant's Business AND INTERES? yy 
THE Premises—Lianimiry to BE Svep—Gasworks Ciavses Act, 1847 
(10 & 11 Vicr. c. 15), s.16—Gas Lien anp Coxe Co.’s Acr, 1872 (85 & 
36 Vicr. c. xxut.), 8s. 18—Merrorouis Gas Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vier, ¢, 
125), s. 39. 

Appeal by the plaintiffs from the decision of the Divisional Court (Lord 
Alverstone, C.J., and Darling and Channell, JJ.), confirming the judgment 
of the judge of the Clerkenwell County Court. The question for the 
court was whether, having regard to section 18 of the Gas Light and Coke 
Co.’s Act of 1872, the plaintiff company had a right to sue a successor in 
premises for arrears of gas rent left unpaid by his predecessor in cases 
falling within the exceptions contained in that section, or whether their 
only remedy was to cut off the supply of gas under section 16 of the Gas. 
works Clauses Act, 1847. Up to the 18th of June, 1901, one J. R. L. had 
been the tenant and occupier of a house, where he carried on business as a 
grocer and retail wine and spirit and beer merchant. On that date he 
sold his interest in the premises and the goodwill of his business to the 
defendants, and gave up possession, leaving certain arrears of gas rent 
unpaid. The gas company sued the defendants in respect of these arrears, 
The county court judge gave judgment for the defendants on the authority 
of The Gas Light and Coke Co. v. Mead (45 L. J.M. C, 71, 24 W. R. Dig. 111), 
The Divisional Court affirmed that decision. The plaintiffs now appealed, 
Section 18 of the Gas Light and Coke Co.’s Act, 1872, provides that: “In 
case any consumer leaves the premises where gas was supplied to him 
without paying to the company the rate or meter rent due from him, the 
company shall not require from the next tenant of the premises payment 
of the arrears so left unpaid, unless the incoming tenant agreed with the 
defaulting consumer to pay such arrears, or unless the incoming tenant 
shall continue the trade or business of the outgoing tenant and shall have 
paid to the owner, lessee, or mortgagee in possession or to the outgoing 
tenant of such premises a consideration for so doing; but the company 
shall, notwithstanding any such arrears, in the absence of collusion between 
the outgoing and incoming tenant, supply gas to the incoming tenant as 
required by this Act on being required by him to do so.’’ Section 16 of 
the Gasworks Clauses Act, 1847, provides that: ‘‘ If any person supplied 
with gas by virtue of this or the special Act neglect to pay the rent due for 
the same to the undertakers, the undertakers may stop the gas from 
entering the premises of such person by cutting off the service pipe . . . 
and recover the rent due from such person.’’ Section 39 of the 
Metropolis Gas Act, 1860, provides that: ‘‘ In case any consumer leave the 
premises where gas was supplied to him without paying to the gas company 
the rate or meter rent due from him, the gas company shall not require 
from the next tenant of the premises payment of the arrears so left unpaid, 
unless the incoming tenant agreed with the defaulting consumer to pay 
the arrears ; but the gas company shall, notwithstanding any such arrears, 
in the absence of collusion between the outgoing and incoming tenant, 
supply gas to the incoming tenant as required by this Act on being 
required by him so to do.’’ On behalf of the defendants it was contended 
that, inasmuch as section 18 used the word “ require’’ and not the word 
‘recover,’ it did not give the company, in cases coming within the 
exceptions, the right to recover the arrears by action, but merely gave 
them the right to insist on payment of the arrears as a condition precedent 
to the right to have any future supply of gas. Paterson v. Gas Light and 
Coke Co. (45 W. R. 39; 1896, 2 Ch. 476) was referred to. 

Tne Court (VauGHAN WILLIAMs, Strriinc, and Maruew, L.JJ.) allowed 

the appeal. 

VauGHan Wiis, L.J., in giving judgment, said that the decision in 

the case of The Gas Light and Coke Co. v. Mead was not right. It seemed to 

be plain that the learned judges in that case assumed that section 16 of 
the Gasworks Clauses Act, 1847, gave the gas company the right to cut 
off the supply of gas from the successor on account of the default of his 
predecessor, but when that section was looked at it was found that it did not 
give that right. It did not give the company the right of cutting off the 
supply of gas from any premises by reason of the default of the occupier’s 
predecessor. The Legislature dealt with the case of a change in the 
tenancy by section 39 of the Metropolis Gas Act, 1860. The result of 
sections 16 of the Act of 1847 and 39 of the Act of 1860 combined was that 
in all cases the gas company were bound to supply an occupier of premises 
with gas, notwithstanding the fact that arrears were due from his pre- 
decessor for gas supplied to him, in the absence of collusion between the 
outgoing and incoming tenant. Under these circumstances it seemed to 
be plain that the pepe med could not use, as a lever to compel payment of 
arrears, a refusal to supply the occupier with gas.* Some meaning must 
be given to the word ‘require,’ and the only reasonable meaning was 
that which was put on the word by Rigby, L.J., in Paterson v. Gas Light and 

Coke Co. Tn cases included in the exceptions in section 18 the company were 

intended to have the right of suing the occupier for arrears left unpaid by 

his predecessor. It was clear that this case cume within one of the 
exceptions ; and therefore the appeal must be allowed. 

Srintine and Maruew, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect. 

Appeal allowed.—Counsut, Danckwerts, K.C., and Rk. E. L. Vaughan 

Williams ; A. H. Spokes. Sowrcrrons, Bedford, Monier- Williams, & Robin- 

son ; Boulton, Sons, §& Sandeman. 





[Compiled by Mr. Anruve F. Cuarrte Shorthand Writer. ; 


[Reported by E. G. Srituweu, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
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RAYNER v. ANDERSON. No. 1. 4th March. 


EAMAN—INJURY IN Service or Snrp—Exprense or Mepicat 
ArrenDANCE—InsuRED SEeaMAN Brovcut Back to Home Port—Merr- 
cnant Surppine Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 60), s. 207. 


Appeal from the judgment of Wills, J., inan action to recover £28 for 
the expense of providing surgical and medical advice and attendance and 
medicine for the plaintiff. The plaintiff was the master of a ship 
belonging to the defendant. While on a voyage from Liverpool to 
Falmouth he was injured by an accident in the service of the ship. He 
was brought backin the ship to Liverpool, where he was landed, and while 
there he incurred expenses. amounting to £28 for necessary surgical and 
medical attendance and medicine in consequence of the accident. The 
action was brought under section 207 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
1894, to recover the above-mentioned sum of £28. There was no allegation 
that the accident was caused by any negligence on the of the 
defendant. By section 207, sub-section 1, ‘‘ if the master of or a seaman 
or apprentice belonging to a ship receives any hurt or injury in the service 
of the ship, the expense of providing the necessary surgical and medical 
advice and attendance and medicine, and also the expenses of the muain- 
tenance of the master, seaman, or apprentice until he is cured, or dies, or. 
is brought back, if shipped in the United Kingdom to a port of the 
United Kingdom, or if shipped in a British possession to a port of that 
possession, and of his conveyance to the port, and in case of death the 
expense (if any) of his burial, shall be defrayed by the owner of the ship 
without any deduction on that account from his wages.’’ Wills, J., hela 
that the words ‘‘ until he is cured, or dies, or is brought back’’ to port 
applied only to the expenses of maintenance, and did not apply to the 
expenses of surgical and medical advice and attendance and medicine ; that 
the obligation on the shipowner to pay these latter expenses was absolute ; 
and that therefore the plaintiff was entitled to recover. The defendant 
appealed. 

Ole Court (VauGHAN WIL.IAMs, StrrurncG, and Maruew, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal, upon the ground that the words ‘‘ until he is cured, or dies, or 
is brought back’ to a home port qualified the obligation both to pay for 
the expenses of surgical and medical attendance and medicine, and also 
the expenses of maintenance, and that therefore the defendant was not 
liable under section 207, sub-section 1, of the Act to pay for the surgical 
and medical expenses after the plaintiff was brought bavk to Liverpool.— 
Counset, W. F. Taylor, K.C., and Keogh; Horridge, K.C., and Dawson 
Miller. Soxicrrors, Pritchard, Englefield, § Co., for Simpson, North, Harley, 
§ Birkett, Liverpool ;:H. Forshaw § Hawkins, Liverpool. 

{Reported by W. F. Barry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 





High Court—Chancery Dyivision. 


In re D’ESTE’S SETTLEMENT TRUSTS. POULTER v. D’ESTE. 
Buckley, J. 25th and 26th Feb. 


Conriict oF Laws—SerrLeMeNt—Power or APPpoINTMENT—WILL OF 
Domicttep ForrrgNer—WiLt Vaiip Accorpine to Law or Domicit— 
Generat Bequest—Construction oF Witt—Wuts Act, 1837 (1 Vict. 
c. 26), s. 27. 


This summons raised the question as to the execution ot a power con- 
tained in an English settlement by the will of a foreigner domiciled abroad. 
By the marriage settlement of Baron and Baroness D’Este certain personal 
property belonging to the baroness was settled on trust, after life interests 
to the baron and baroness, and in default of issue of the marriage (as was 
the case), as the baroness should, during the coverture, by will appoint, and 
in default of appointment over. Baron D’Este was a domiciled Frenchman. 
The baroness died in 1902, having made an unattested holograph will, valid 
according to French, but invalid according to'English law, by which, in 
effect, she gave all her property to her husband. The will was admitted 
to probate in England, and the present summons was taken out to deter- 
mine whether the power had been exercised. The following cases were 
cited: Re Price (1900, 1 Ch. 442), In the Goods of Joys \4 Sw. & Tr. 214), 
Wilkins v. Pryer (32 Ch. D. 604), Povey v. Hordern (1900, 1 Ch. 492), Baretto 
v. Young (1900, 2 Ch. 339), In the Goods of Alexander (29 L. J. P. M. & A. 93), 
De Nicols v. Curlier (1900, A. C. 21), D’ Huart v. Harkness (34 Beav. 224), 
~~ Grutten ¥. Digby (31 Beav. 561), and Bremer v. Freeman (10 Moo. P. C. 


Buckiey, J., after stating the facts, said that unless this will, which 
referred neither to the power nor to the property, could have the benefit 
of section 27 of the Wills Act, it could not be contended that it exercised 
the power. In the first place it was clear that section 9 (which required 
a will to be attested by two witnesses) and section 10 (which provided 
that a power must be executed in the manner required for the execution of 
awill) must be excluded. But then it was said that section 27 was appli- 
cable to such a will as the present. He thought that was not the case. 
Section 27, as he understood it, was a rule of construction, requiring that, 
in reading a document, there should be attributed to its language, a 
meaning which, but for that section, it would not bear. It was a rule 
applicable to documents as to which an English court was a court of con- 
struction. The court of construction of a French will would be a French 
court, But it was —— that where a power was exercised by will, when 
once it had been established that the document rting to exercise it 
was a will, the document took effect, not as a wth, ‘Seeman, ex hypothesi, 
the property did not belong to the testator, but as operating on the settle- 
ment containing the power. To a certain extent that was true. Then it 
was said, and said truly, that he must read this French document, not as 
& will, butas if the directions contained therein were introduced 
into the instrument which contained the power. But how must 


the power referentially a foreign document. He had to ascertain 
the meaning of the donee of the power, according to the law of the place 
applicable to the document and to the domicil of the person executing the 
document. He had then to read the French will, and say, on the principle 
of French construction, excluding, therefore, section 27, which was a rule 
for English construction, what the testatrix meant. The evidence as to 
French law was that powers of appointment were unknown in France. A 
French court, therefore, having learned by evidence what was a power of 
appointment, would have to apply French principles of construction to 
ascertain whether or not this property had passed under this instrument ; 
and in the discussion, section 27, which was an Evglish rule of construction, 
would have no place. So far he had discussed the matter upon principle, 
but the point was really governed by the decision of Stirling, J., in Re 
Price. That case decided, in the first place, that a will valid according to 
the law of domicil was a valid will for the purpose of the power contained 
in an English instrument to dispose of property by will; and, secondly, it 
decided that inasmuch as the will in that case contained the words ‘* It 
shall thus be considered in England the same as in France,”’ the testatrix 
had imported English principles of construction, and that therefore section 
27 was applicable. In the absence of that he understood that the learned 
judge would have arrived at a contrary conclusion. He held, therefore, 
that the power had not been exercised by the will.—Counsex, Ingpen, K.C., 
and Ashworth James ; Astbury, K.C., and Milne; Buckmaster, K.C., and 
Methold. Sourcrrors, Nicholl, Manisty, § Co; Burne §& Wykes; McC. 
Poulter. 
[Reported by H. L. Ormiston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 
BERRY ». GAUKROGER. Buckley, J. 25th Feb. and 4th March, 


Estate Dvury—incipence—Serttep Prorerry—Lecacy snp Girt OF 
Resipvr—‘ Person Entittep to a Sum Crarcep’’—Frvance Act, 1894 
(57 & 58 Vier. c. 30), ss. 8 (4), 14 (1). 

This was a summons, taken out in the course of an administration action, 
raising the question as to the incidence of estate duty as between legacies 
and residue. ‘Lhe testator died in 1869, having devised and bequeathed 
his residuary real and personal estate upon trust, inter alia, to pay his 
testamentary expenses and to invest the residue, and out of the income 
to pay £500 a year to his widow. After her death the trustees were to 
hold the trust funds upon trust to pay thereout £9,000 in legacies, and to 
divide the residue. During the administration action a sum of consols 
was carried over to meet this annnity. The widow died in November, 
1900. Under section 1 of the Finance Act, 1894, estate duty became pay- 
able on the widow’s death on so much of this fund (which was settled 
property within the meaning of the Act) as represented proceeds of real 
estate. The question was as to whether the whole of this duty 
should be borne by the residue, or whether it should be borne rateably 
by the pecuniary legatees and the persons entitled to the residue. In 
support of the latter contention it was argued that the pecuniary legatees, 
who were ‘‘ persons accountable for the duty’’ undersection 8 (4), were 
also ‘‘ persons entitled to a sum charged ’’ under section 14 (1), and that 
the effect of that section was to distribute the duty rateably. It was also 
argued that no such contrary intention had been shewn by the testator as 
would take the case out of the section. The following cases were cited : 
Re Campbell (1902, 1 K. B. 113), Earl Cowley v. Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue (1899, A. C. 198), Re Webber (1896, 1 Ch. 914), Sharp v. Lush (10 
Ch. D. 468), Re Clemow (1900, 2Ch. 182), Re Treasure (1900, 2 Ch. 648), Re 
Jolley (17 Times L. R. 244), Re Sharman (1901, 2 Ch. 280), Re Counters of 
Orford (1896, 1 Ch. 257), Power v. Howell (47 W. R. 183), He Chisholm (1902, 
1 Ch. 457), Re Parker Jervis (1898, 2 Ch. 643), Wade v. Wade (1898, 1 Ch. 
276), and Re Duke of St. Albans (1900, 2 Ch. 873). 

Bucxxey, J., in the course of a reserved judgment, adverted to the con- 
tention that the pecuniary legatees of the £9,000 were, within section 
14 (1), ‘‘ persons entitled to a sum charged’’ on the property, 
and said that, in his opinion, ‘‘aperson entitled to a sum 
charged,’”’ within section 14 (1), was a person not included within 
the class of persons who under section 8 (4) are ‘ accountable for the 
duty.” He continued as follows: I arrive at this conclusion on the 
following grounds. First, if that p-rson be so included, then section 14 (1) 
gives to every memter of the class accountable under section 8 (4), 
that person, a right to sue him, and gives him no similar right to sue any 
other member of that class—a construction which, in the absence of good 
reason to the contrary, seems highly improbable. Secondly, in section 14 (1) 
the person authorized and required to pay the estate duty is, I 
think, mentioned by way of contrast to the person entitled to 
the sum charged. or if the person entitled to the sum 
charged is a member of the class accountable under section 8 (4), 
the following result ensues—namely, (@) if he pays the duty, 
then under section 9 (6) he will be entitled to a charge, and can 
recover as against the property all that he has paid, and he, in that case, 
will bear nothing, for section 14 (1) does not enable a person who has not 
paid (which, in this case, would include all the other members of the class 
accountable) to recover against him, whereas (4) if another member of the 
class accountable pays the duty, then the person entitled to the sum 
charged can be rendered liable to pay his proportion, for under section 14 
(1) the person who has paid can sue him. Itis impossible to adopt a con- 
struction which would lead to so incongruous a result. And, fourthly, if 
the construction be adopted, that the person entitled to the sum charged is 
not within section 8 (4) a person accountable, then the whole matter falls 
into order, for, being excluded from section 8 (4), he pays nothing to the 
Revenue, and the person liable to the Revenue can recover under section 
14 (1) the proper sum from him. Section 14 (1), in my opinion, contem- 
plates the case of persons who either are entitled to such a charge as under 
section 7 (1) (@) is brought into account for the purpose of esti 





he read it? He had to introduce into the instrument which contained 


P the 
duty (say, a charge made by the testator in his lifetime in favour of the 
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trustees of his daughter’s marriage settlement), or persons who under the | 


testator’s disposition become entitled to capital sums (say, to portions), or 
to annuities (say, rent-charges or annuities charged upon the testator’s 
property). If the case of such persons be considered, I think it will be found 
that the construction at which I arrive works consistently so as to throw upon 


such persons the proper portion of the duty which they ought to bear. I am | 


therefore of opinion that ‘‘the person entitled to a sum charged”? under 
section 14 (1) is in this Act excluded from the class of persons who, in 
section § (4), are spoken of as being persons to whom property passes for 
a beneficial interest in possession. It remains to determine what, upon 
the above principles, is the character borne by the £9,000 legacies in the 
present case. If A. bequeaths £100 to B., and his residue toC., it is 
impossible, I think, to say, or at any rate to say for the purposes of this 
Act, that B. is a person entitled toa charge. B. takes a fixed sum and C. 
takes what remains, but B. does not take by way of charge. B. is, I think, 
in that case a person who, within section 8 (4), takes a beneficial interest 
in possession. Next, suppose that A. dies before the Finance Act, having 
bequeathed his property to X. for life, and having given upon the death 
of X. £100 to B., and the residue to C. upon the death of X , it seems to 
me that B. takes a beneficial interest in possession, just as in the former 
case he took such an interest upon the death of A. The £9,090 legatees 
in this case, in my judgment, take beneficially in possession under section 
8 (4), and are not persons entitled to a charge within section 14 (1). His 
lordship concluded by saying that Re Countess of Orford was distinguishable 
on the ground that the disposition in that case was by way of power, 
whereas in the present case the testator was dealing with his own estate. 
He therefore thought that the estate duty was not to be borne by the 
pecuniary legatees of the £9,000.—Cotnsrer, W. Baker; J. Austen 
Cartmell. Sowscrtors, Williamson, Hill, & Co., for England § Co., Halifax ; 
James, Me llor, g Colem in, for Learoyd § Co., Halifax. 


[Reported by H. L. Ormiston, Esg., Barrister-at-Law.] 


BADISCHE ANILIN UND SODA FABRIK v. CHEMISCHE FABRIK 
VORMALS SANDOZ. Joyce, J. 6th March. 
Parent—InNrxtincement—‘‘ Make, Use, Exercise, anp Venp,”’ 
or—Srayinc Procreprncs. 

This was a motion on behalf of the defendants to discharge an order 
giving leave to the plaintiffs to serve notice of a writ out of the jurisdiction. 
The plaintiffs were owners of a patent under which they manufactured a 
certain aniline dye, and which conferred upon them the sole and exclusive 
right to ‘‘ make, use, exercise, and vend”’ the invention within the United 
Kingdom. The defendants carried on business in the city of Basle, and by 
means of their travellers they had solicited orders for dyes made according 
to the plaintiffs’ patent from dealers (although not from consumers) in the 
United Kingdom, such orders if accepted by the defendants being carried 
out by the delivery of the dyes to the agents of the purchasers in Basle. 
The defendants contended that this course of business did not amount to 
an infringement of the plaintiffs’ patent. 

Joyce, J., without calling on the plaintiffs, said that this was an action 
by the plaintiffs to restrain the infringement of a patent by the defendants 
in the United Kingdom, the defendants being domiciled and carrying on 
business abroad. ‘The present application was a serious one, and whatever 
hia lordship’s decision might be, would probably go further. It was 
agreed that for present purposes the patent must be deemed a good one, 
and in order to succeed in their action the plaintiffs would have to shew 
infringement, or a threat or intention to infringe in England. His 
lordship commented on the evidence, which seemed to suggest that he was 
going to decide the question whether or not there had been an infringe- 
ment. He was not going to do anything of the sort. The defendants 
admitted that they obtained orders for dyes from dealers in this country 
for delivery abroad. His lordship’s personal opinion (if he was bound to 
express any) was that that was part of the process of ‘‘ vending”; he was 
not sure that it might not also be said to be ‘‘ using or exercising” the 
invention. The common form order of the court in these cases was an 
injunction to restrain the defendants from ‘‘ selling or offering for sale,” 
and, that being so, he should decline to stop the action. Motion refused 
with costs.—Counxsen, Asquith, K.C., and Colefar; Fletcher Moulton, KA leg 
Cripps, K.C., and J. (. Graham. rrous, G. B, Ellis; J.& J. Y. Johnson. 

Reported by Arax C. Nessirr, I 
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Stanley v. Stanley (70 L. T. 104), appeared to be authorities 
that contention, it should be remembered that Kirk v. Kirk and Stanleyy, 
Stanley were ex parte applications, and that the principle had never beg 
raised for the consideration of the court. Section 32 only gave powerty 
secure a gross sum for life only, and section 35 gave no right to secure t 
a child any allowance. Hunt v. Hunt (8 P. D. 16:1) shewed that the cour 
had no power to make such an order in a judicial separation suit, by 
under section 35 no difference was made between dissolution suits anj 
judicial separation suits. If the registrar thought that he had powe 
under section 45 to submit that the order should be made, he was wrong 
because the property here was not the wife’s, and it was submitted that the 
proper order to be made was that the income on the £8,000 ought to be 
paid to the wife for life, and no lump sum settled. Sey 
Jevne, P., in giving judgment, said that he thought the objection raisy 
was a good one, and that there was no power under section 32 to ordera 
lump sum to be settled, ‘That decision seemed in opposition to the easy 
of Morris v. Morris (31 L. J. P. & M. 33), Stanley v. Stanley (79 L. T. 104, 
and Kirk v. Kirk (1902, P. 145), but the objection never seemed to hay 
been raised. True it was that the powers under section 35 were very 
wide, but he did not think that that section enlarged the court’s power, 
In the first instance he (the learned judge) would have thought that ther 
was power, but Hunt v. Hunt (8 P. D. 161) appeared to be exactly in point, 
He thought, therefore, that he could not go further than order that the 
£8,000 should be secured by a proper deed for the wife for life.—Counsm, 
Cannot ; Barnard. Sourcrrors, Beardall § Co. ; Steavenson § Couldwell, 
[Reported by Gwynne HA tt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
SHILLITO », BIGGART & FULTON. Walton, J. 9th March, 


Surm—Freicnr —Morreace or Surp—AssiGNMent or Freigut— 
INTERPLEADER. 

The question involved in this interpleader issue was as to whether the 
plaintiff or the defendants were entitled to a sum of £527, which was in 
court, being the balance of freight due from the Brazilian Coal Oo, 
Limited) to Messrs. Woodruff, Shillito, & Co.,; who were shipowners, 
The balance of freight was earned and became due on the 17th of June, 
1902, in respect of the carriage of a cargo to Santos by the steamship 
Craigearn, The plaintiff claimed the said sum as the assignee of *the ship. 
owners, while the defendants claimed as mortgagees of the vessel bya 
mortgage dated the 11th of October, 1900. The steamship Craigearn dis- 
charged at Santos and loaded a cargo for Hull, arriving at the latter place 
on the 14th of August, 1902, whereupon the defendants took possession as 
mortgagees. The freight which had become due on the 17th of June had 
not in fact been paid when the defendants took possession.. For the 
plaintiff it was contended that, though the defendants were entitled to 
freight which became due after they had taken possession, they could not 
claim freight which became due and payable before they took possession, 
even though it had not been paid until after possession was taken. For 
the defendants it was contended that all freight earned by the ship and 
unpaid at the time when possession was taken could be claimed. 
Wa ron, J., said it was surprising that the question which arose in 
this case had not been already settled by express decision in some reported 
case. He was not satisfied that the case of Chinnery v. Blackburne (1 H. BL 
117, note) was precisely in point. He was of opinion that the languageof 
Malins, V.C., in Wilson v. Wilson (20 W. R. 436, L. R. 11 Ky. 32) was not 
really inconsistent with (ie statements of the law in Brown vy. Tum (Mb 
W. R. 882, L. R. 3 Ch. 597), Liverpool Marine Credit Co. (Limited) v. Wilson 
(20 W. R. 665, L. R. 7 Ch. 507), Keith v. Burrows (25 W. R. 43, 2 App. 
Cas. 636), and Anderson v. Butler’s Wharf Co, (Limited) (48 L. J. Ch. 824). 
It was admitted in this case that the freight became due and payable 
before the defendants took possession, and he therefore thought that the 
defendants’ claim failed, and that there must be judgment for the plaintiff, 
—Counse., J. A. Hamilton, K.C., and Lochnis ; Pickford, K.C., and Joseph 
Hurst. Soracrrons, Botterell § Roche ; E. F. Turner § Son. 

[Reported by W. 'T. Turron, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





High Court—Probate, &c., Division. 
TWENTYMAN ». TWENTYMAN. Jeune, P. 
+ Divouce—Marxrexaxce—Matamostar Cavees Act, 


c. 85), ae 5 


2nd March. 
1857 (20 & 21 Vicr. 
. 32, 35. 
This was a motion on behalf of the petitioner, Edith Maud Twentym ai, 

to confirm the registrar's report except as hereinafter appears. The decree 
absolute was pronounced on the 10th of Nov mber, 1902, dissolving the 
petitioner's marriage with the respondent, William Augustus Holme 
Twentyman. ‘There was one child of the marriage, born in A ugust, 1901, 
The respondent was possessed of securities valued at £23,578, with certain 
other property, ancl stated that his income was only £443 per annum. The 
registrar reported that a sum of £5,000 should be realized by sale of 
securities ail avsigned to trustees of a deed to be settled by conveyancing | 
counsel in trust to pay the income arising therefrom to the petitioner for 
her life for the maintenance of herself and child, and on her death for the 
benefit of the said child. The petitioner moved to confirm this report, with | t 
the exception that she desired that £100, yart of the £5,000 mentioned 
therein, should be paid to her in cash. The short point raised by the 
respondent wae that the court, had no power under section 32 of the 
Matrimonial Canses Act, 1457, to give an innocent wife a lump sum, 











Bankruptcy Cases. 
Ex parte THE TRUSTEE, 
2nd and 9th March. 


Bankrurtrcy—Powerr ov Covrr to Resrrars Procrepios rs CaancerY- 
Seavestnxation —CompLetion or Execursron—Bankrerroy Act, 1883 (44 
& 47 Vicr. c. 52), 8. 10, sun-section 2; s. 45. 


Motion by the trustee in the bankruptcy for a declaration that the sum 


Ie POLLARD. Wright, J. 


of £98 9s. 90, standing in the books of the Paymuster-General to the 
credit of the sequestrators’ account in the action of Re Pollard, Pollard 
v. Vollard, in the Chancery Division, formed part of the property of the 
bankrupt divisible among his creditors ; and for an order that the respon- 
dents, B. Pollard and 8. R. Pollard, be restrained from proceeding 
| further under a writ of sequestration obtained . 
action and dated the 20th of May, 1902, or from dealing with the said 
sum of £98 9s, 9d. otherwise than by procuring the same to be paid to 


by them in the said 


he trustee; and for an order directing the respondents to take all 


steps necessary to procure the payment of the said sum to the 
trustee, 
executors of their mother’s will, 
administration action in the Chancery Division in which the bankrupt wa 


The bankrupt and his brothers, the respondents, were the 
In 1900 the respondents began aa 


Section 35 applied only to the case of children. Although the cases g 
Morris v. Morris (31 L. J. P. & M. 33), Kirk v. Kirk (1902, P. 145), ay 
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fhesole defendant. On the 11th of March, 1902, an order was made in 
theaction that the bankrupt was to pay two-thirds of the plaintiffs’ costs, 
gato bring into court within seven days the sum of £136 13s. to meet 

costs. On the 18th of April, 1902, the bankrupt committed an act 
of bankruptcy by failure to comply with the requirements of a bankruptcy 
notice. On the 20th of May the respondents issued their writ cf seques- 
tration, and on the 5th of July aa order was made thereon directing 
the London and County Bank to pay into court in the action 
to the ledger credit of the sequestrators’ account the sum 
of £137 7s. 5d. due from them to the bankrupt. A petition was 

ted against the bankrupt on the 16th of July, and a receiving 
onder was made thereon on the 6th of August. Upon that same day 
the London and County Bank complied with the order of the court in 
the sequestration proceedings by paying into court the sum of £98 9s. 9d., 


Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 
Law Srupents’ Denatinc Socrery.—Feb. 24.—Chairman, Mr. G. W. 


Powers.—The subject for debate was, ‘‘ That the caseof Glamorgan Coal 
Co. (Limited) and Others v. South Wales Miners’ Federation and Others (1903, 
1 K. B. 118) was wrongly decided.” 
principle of the hearing of a case before the Court of Appeal, the chairman 
being the president of the court and Mr. Henry 
Croom Johnson assistant judges. Mr. F. B. Aglionby opened for the appell- 
ants ;\Mr. Hastings Rhodes seconded for the appellants. Mr. Harold Pollock 
opened for the respondents ; 


The debate was conducted upon the 
G. Barrett and Mr. R. P. 


Mr. A. W. Findlay seconded for the 
The foliowiug members also spoke: Messrs. Hogan, Koppel, 


which was all the money of the bankrupt then in their possession. The | respondents. : c 

trustee claimed that sum from the respondents, and requested them to take | and P. M. C. Hart. At the conclusion of the arguments each of the judg 

outa summons in the Chancery action to determine the matter, but they ae mag judgment, unanimously reversing the decision of Mr. Justice 
igham. 


refused to do so, and the trustee consequently brought the present motion, 
asking the court to restrain the respondents by virtue of section 10, sub- 
section 2, of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, from taking any further proceedings |. 
in the sequestration other than to procure the payment of the sum in 
question to the trustee. The respondents contended that the court of 
bankruptcy had no power to interfere in the meee f action, and that the 
payment into court of the sum in dispute constitu a completion of an 
execution within section 45 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and that the 
respondents were consequently entitled to retain that sum. 

Wricut, J., held, on the authority of Re Hastings, Ex parte Brown (9 
Morr. 234', that there had been no completion of execution, and that the 
cout of bankraptey had jurisdiction to restrain the proceedings in 
Chancery. He accordingly made an order in the terms of the notice of 
motion.—CounseL, E. W. Hansell; Muir Mackenzie. Soxscrrors, Hicks, 
Arnold, § Mozley ; 8. R. Pollard. 

[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 








New Orders, &c. 


Transfer of Action. 
OrverR or Court. 
Tuesday, the 3rd day of March, 1903. 


I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 


Buckley. 
, SCHEDULE. 


Mr. Justice Swixren Eapy (1903—-A.—No. 185). 

In the Matter of The Automatic Picture Gallery (Limited). John 
Henry Birch and George Salter & Co. v. The Automatic Picture Gallery 
(Limited), Thomas Henry Quinlan, Eric Hamilton Rose, R. H. Wilkinson, 
and E. H. Frith. Hatssvry, C. 








Law Societies. 


United Law Society. 


March 9,—Mr, C. H. Kirby presided.—Mr. J. Ricardo moved: * That 
the Companies Act, 1900, has failed to afford the public such protection 
as the Legislature intended,’’ and Mr. H. Proctor opposed. The speakers 
were Messrs. W. E. Singleton, E. 8. Cox-Sinclair, F. W. D. Lampard, 
N. Tebbutt, A. H. Richardson, and 8. Williams. The motion was lost. 





Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, on Wednesday, the 11th 
of March, Mr. F. P. Morrell, MsA. (Oxford), in the chair. The other 
directors present were Sir George Lewis, Bart., Messrs. Grantham R. 
Dodd, Walter Dowson, R. Ellett (Cirencester), J. Roger B. Gregory, H. E: 
Gribble, Samuel Harris (Leicester), Richard Pennington, J.P., W. Arthur 
Sharpe, R. 8. Taylor, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £365 was 
distributed in grants of relief, two new members were admitted to the 
association, and other general business transacted. 








Mr. Charles Henry Alderson, who has just laid down his responsibility 
as Chief Charity Commissioner for England and Wales, is, says the Sé. 
James's Gazette, seventy-one, and has not long “or his position at the 
head of his department. For fiftegn years Mr. Alderson was second 
Commissioner, but it was only in 1900"that he succeeded his old chief. He 
has left the commission in its jubilee year. It was established exactly 
fifty years ago ‘for the better administration of the charitable trusts of 
England and Wales.” The work grew considerably under the impetus 
given to local authorities by the creation of parish and district councils, 
= just before Mr, Alderson joined the commission all the powers of the 
= endowed-school commissioners were added tothe Charity Commission. 

ese Mr, Alderson helped to administer until six months ago, when they, 


was: ‘* That in the opinion of this house the question of alien immigration 
to this country requires the immediate attention of the Legislature.” 
Frank J. A. Leggett opened in the attirmative ; Mr. A. Wiltshire seconded 
in the affirmative. 
W. C. Ely seconded in the negative. 
Messrs. Eales, Haseldine Jones, and Harnett. 


one vote. 


affirmative ; 


March 3.—Chairman, Mr. Henry G. Barrett.—The subject for debate 
Mr. 
Mr. Percy M. C. Hart opened in the negative; Mr. 


The following members also spoke : 
The motion was carried by 


March 10.—Chairman, Mr. Robert A. Gordon.—The subject for 


debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Re Scott, Langton v. Scott (1903, 
1 Ch. 1) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. W. B. Cocks opened in the 
Mr. 


Mr. Hugh Rendell seconded in the affirmative. 
Osborne A. Butcher opened in the negative; Mr. W. Valentine Ball 
seconded in the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. 
Hogan, Pleadwell, Dods, Adams, Leggett, Edward, Kennard, Moulton, 
Dowding, H. C. Myers, Hooper, and Wiltshire. The opener having replied, 
the chairman summed up. The motion was carried by one vote. 
Breuincoam Law Srvupents’ Socitery.—Feb 17.—The chair was 
taken by Mr. A. V. Blakemore.—After the disposal of the special business, 
a debate took place on the following moot point: ‘* That the decision of 
the Court of Appeal on Zolhurst v. The Associated Portland Cement Manu- 
facturers (Limited) was wtong.’’ The speakers in the affirmative were 
Messrs. H. W. Lyde, A. G. Mattey, J. A. Shepherd, T. W. Dixon, R. A. 
Tench, R. A. Willes, 8S. J. Grey, and W. H. Coley; and in the negative 
Messrs. F. Foulston, F. E. L. Bache, O. 8. Hooper, E. Woodward, E. A. B. 
Cox, T. H. Cleaver, and H.G. Jones. After the openers on either side had 
replied, the chairman summed up, and a vote resulted in a win for the 
a ative by a majority of four. A hearty vote of thanks to Mr. Blake- 
more for presiding concluded the meeting. 

March 3.—The chair was taken by Mr. G. J. G. Botteley.—A debate 
took place on the following moot point: ‘‘ That in the event of the dis- 
agreement of a jury the verdict of the majority should be taken.’’ The 
speakers in the affirmative were Messrs. W. H. Kimpton, T. H. Cleaver, 
H. Mayhew, W. H. Coley, and E. A. B. Cox ; and in the negative Messrs. 
C. R. M. Parr, C. A. Elton, A. E. Coley, R. A. Willes, A. J. Berkeley, 
8. J. Grey, E. Woodward, and R. A. Trench. After a reply from each of 
the openers and the summing up of the chairman, a vote was taken 
resulting in a win for the negative by a majority uf six. The meeting 
closed with a hearty vote of thanks to the chairman for presiding. 








Companies. 
Law Accident. 


ANNUAL MEETING. 


The tenth annual general meeting of the Law Accident Insurance 
Society was held on Wednesday at the society's offices, 215, Strand, Mr. 
RicHaRD PENNINGTON, the chairman, presiding. 

The report stated that the income of the society for the year had 
amounted to £359,912 6s. 2d., as against £288,415 6s. Sd. for the pre- 
vious financial year. The claims paid and outstanding amounted te 
£204,834 17s. 4d., and the re-insurance premiums to £24,770 8s. 8d. 
The expenses of management were £54,792 6s. lld., and the commission 
£40,785 2s. ld. A sum of £3,366 6s. 5d. was allowed by way of 
bonuses to policyholders. In accordance with the policy approved by 
the shareholders at the last annual meeting, the new capital then 
authorized had been offered to the shareholders at a premium of Ss. per 
share. 83,525 shares had been issued and the premium was carried to 
reserve. In accordance with the terms of issue, interest had been paid on 
the instalments of new shares to the 3lst of December, 1902, from which 
date they would participate in dividend. After allowing and providing 
for all items of income and expenditure, there remained a reserve fund va 
£30,000, premium on new capital £19,107 19s, 6d., and a credit balance 
of £100,957 10s. 7d., together £150,045 10s, 1d. Out of the above-men- 
tioned credit balance the directors recommended ; (1) That a dividend of 
8 per cent, (free of income tax) should be paid for the year 1902. (2) 
That the sum of £5,000 should be transferred to the t reserve 
fund of £30,000, which, with the premium on new capital, £19,107 19s. 6d., 
would then stand at £54,107 19s. 6d. The directors retiring, in accord- 
ance with the articles of association, were Mr. J. 8S. Beale and Mr. Sam 








With the change of school charities, were again given back to an educa- 
tional authority—the new Board of roation, 4 


Bircham, both of whom, being eligible, offered themselves for re-clection. 
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Mr. E. T. Currrorp (general manager and secretary) having read the 
i vening the meeting, 
nThe Cnaxmma sapeied tie pleasure at the large number of share- 
holders who were present. He had had the honour of occupying the 
chair for ten years, and when he occupied it first he could have had no 
j he progress the society would have made during that 
conception of the progre’ _ di : 
tel He had never experienced any anxious feeling when he had come to 
a meeting of the society, though he knew that many chairmen must go 
to meetings with some anxiety. Before moving the adoption of the report, 
he proposed to say a few words respecting the auditors’ certificate. 
Since the passing of the Act of 1900 auditors had become nervous in 
to their responsibilities, and, therefore, more stringent in their 
requirements. No firm stood higher in reputation than Messrs. Price, 
Waterhouse, & Co., but he thought on this occasion their requirements 
were in excess of the necessities of the situation. As to the item of 
“ Advances against securities taken over,” of course all claims that were 
to be regarded as losses had been paid and entered as losses, but in 
connection with a certain class of the business—and a very good business 
it was—in which the society were in association with the Law Guarantee 
and Trust Society (Limited) some elaims had to be met, and the securities 
had to be taken over and subsequently realized. The directors had 
satisfied themselves that it would be prudent to make a substantial reserve 
on this account, and they had certified to the auditors that they were 
satisfied that the reserve so made against these advances was sufficient 
to meet any losses that might arise in connection with that item. The 
Law Guarantee and Trust Society occasionally took over mortgage 
securities when, for different reasons, the mortgagees required their 
mo: money, and instead of realizing these securities—sometimes it 
might at a disadvantage—they determined to nurse them So far 
from these securities resulting in a loss, it was not at all improbable that 
a profit would be derived from them. Some of the guarantees given by 
the Law Guarantee and Trust Society were re-insured with the society, 
and in order to enable the auditors to acquire a complete knowledge of 
the facts it would be necessary for them to inquire into the circum- 
stances which had led the Law Guarantee and Trust Society to take 
the course he had explained, and to write down the securities in question— 
an impossibletask. The accounts of the Law Guarantee and Trust 
Society had been certified by other auditors, and he hoped the meeting 
would accept this explanation, as he believed they would. Messrs. Price, 
Waterhouse & Co. had resigned, and it would be for the share- 
holders to appoint auditors in their place. Having regard to the rapid 
strides the society had made in past years, it was a very striking feature 
that a further increase during the year of £71,497 should be added to 
the premium income, and, the board believed, without any undue risk 
being involved. The claim ratio had certainly increased between 2 
and 3 per cent., but, on the other hand, the management expenses and 
commission had decreased almost in equal ratio. The directors recom- 
mended a transfer of £5,000 more from the revenue balance to the 
reserve fund, and the reserve fund would then amount, in all, to over 
£54,000; and the board regarded it as not merely a reserve, but as a 
surplus which would remain after payment of all the liabilities. It must 
be a source of satisfaction to the shareholders to feel that between the 
a and the revenue balance there was a reserve buffer of this sum of 
000. The prime point in connection with the business was that the 
year’s trading had resulted in a credit balance of £31,363—that was the 
difference between the amount brought forward from last year—£69,574— 
and the balance of revenue account at the end of the year 1902 of 
£100,937. Part of this sum would be applied to a dividend of £4,000, and 
part in adding £5,000 to the reserve fund, the remainder had been added 
to the balance carried forward to meet unexpired risks, which would 
have the effect of not only increasing this balance, but also of increasing the 
ratio of reserves against unexpired risks. He was sure they would not 
expect him to conclude his remarks without making some reference to 
the Workmen's Compensation Act, which has so largely increased the 
financial responsibility of employers of labour, and which has given such 
an impetus to the development of accident insurance companies. Several 
companies doing business of a kindred nature to that done by the society 
had already held their annual general meetings, and he had observed that 
in some cases chairmen of meetings had, in their speeches, referred to the 
experience and practice of other insurance companies. He did not propose to 
follow their example; he thought it was sufficient for him to inform them 
that the board were of opinion that the claims experience was satisfacto 
The directors were quite alive to the situation, and were keen] euldhins 
the course of events, and the general trend of this business "The oes 
satisfied that the system adopted by the society in the treatment of its 
claims had proved satisfactory alike to the employer employee and 
this society. The chief difficulty insurance companies had to deal with 
was the treatment of what were known as permanent disablement cases 
that was, an accidental injury by which a workman was for a lengthened 
period disabled from attending to his work. It was well hnowe' ti at ii 
wuch cases some offices mect their obligations by arrangin that pot oo 
tion should be paid weekly, thereby setting po . “ tee, 
lor which, presumably, a capital sum was established to ras the pon yi 
outgo. The society adopted a different practice, believin ‘that th ~oe 
system, in the interest of all parties, was to discharge the obli atic va 
once by payment of the capital sum. They had evidence + ~ their 
is ont satisfactory to the workmen, and were told by their policy- 
holders how much they appreciated the fact that all lai oer 
thems heve been Siedheamed denmes tos eS ul) claims against 
= nave urged, urance did not relieve them from 
their liability to the injured man; also the could point hei 
ae evidence that the system of prompt | ermeat ond a. — 
mility was satisfactory to the society, There were, of course, out- 





standing claims which it was impossible to settle. There are thre. 
and only three—outstanding for accidents which had occurred prior to thy 
3lst of December, 1900. It was through no fault of the board that they 
still remained open. A careful analysis had been made of outstanding ¢laimg 
and no claim for any accident that happened prior to the 31st of Decembe 
1901, would cost more than the sum of £300, indeed, this remark applied 
to any claim outstanding in the books. The total outstanding claims y 
that date could be settled for a sum of approximately £3,500. He mova 
the adoption of the report. ; 

Mr. W. MetmorH WaAtTERs seconded the motion. 

Mr. Tomas Rawix, Mr. Cuartes Wix11s, and Mr. Scorr spoke with 
pleasure of the successful position of the society, and the motion wy 
adopted. 

On the motion of the Hon. Mr. GarHorne Harpy, the retiring 
directors were re-elected. ; vs 

In proposing the election of Messrs. Deloitte, Dever, Griffiths, & ( 
as auditors for the ensuing year, Mr. JoHNsTONE pointed out that, having 
regard to the statement of the chairman, he thought the directors wep 

uite right in accepting the resignation of Messrs. Price, Waterhouse, § 
Co. Speaking for himself personally, and on behalf of shareholders, 
could say they were fully satisfied with the certificate given by th 
directors on these matters, and that, having complete confidence jy 
Messrs. Deloitte, Dever, Griffiths, & Co., he proposed their election. h 
this he was supported by the Hon. GarHorne Harpy, and the resolutin 
was unanimously carried. 

Messrs. Deloitte, Dever, Griffiths, & Co. were appointed auditors, 

The CHarmMan, replying to a very cordial vote of thanks, which hal 
been carried on the motion of Mr. GaTHORNE Harpy, assured th 
meeting that no staff he was acquainted with in connection with a 
business of this description had done better or harder work than ha 
Mr. Clifford and those under him, down to the youngest clerk in the offi, 
There were about 180 men in the society’s building, which was quite 
inadequate for their requirements. They could not have a more abl 
manager or a more zealous staff, and the directors were regular in their 
attendance, critical in their observations, and able in considering every 
point brought before them. 





Marine and General Mutual Life Assurance Society. 


At the annual meeting on the 11th inst., the Actuary AND Secretary 
(Mr. Stanley Day) having read the notice convening the meeting, 

The CuarrMan said: ‘The report has been in your hands for some days, 
and I daresay you are satisfied that your business has been carried o 
during the past year in the same careful and successful manner as hitherto, 
I have no hesitation in saying that, at all events, that is the opinion of 
your board. I am also glad to say that our business this year has been 
larger than usual, in fact, it is the largest we have ever yet transacted. 
Our new insurances have amounted altogether to £294,877, which is an 
increase of £30,407 over the amount insured in 1901, and an increase of 
£60,000 over the amount insured in the year 1900. Well, gentlemen, I 
shall not detain you by any elaborate analyses of the figures of the 
society, because I am quite sure that you are familiar with them. I will 
merely point out that our revenue from life premiums now amounts 
to £112,899, being £2,726 in excess of the premium income of the 
previous a, and our income from investments amounts, as you see, 
to. £42,329, so that our total annual income, including some. small 
miscellaneous items, amounts to £156,942. Now, that being our income, 
the surplus this year which we lay aside amounts to £61,455, and our 
insurance fund rises to the very respectable figure of £1,162,183. I may 
now allude to the fact that your interest account this year, which now 
stands at £42,330, is £2,366 above the interest account of last year, 
while the actual rate of interest works out at almost absolutely the same 
figure as last year. The most important point which I have perhaps to 
allude to is the market value of our securities. Now, of our total im 
surance fund, which is £1,162,183, no less than £1,016,000 consists of 
what may be called “Stock Exchange” securities, of the highest class. 
On closely following and striking a balance of the value of our securities 
at the end of last year we find that upon that £1,016,000 we are 
short a little over £18,000, and that, I suppose, will scarcely surprise those 
of you who have considerable investments, seeing, as you must, that the 
value of all the securities of the highest kind—especially railway 
securities, Indian railway securities, telegraph securities, and gas stocks—- 
have all fallen very considerably since I last had the pleasure of addres 
ing you. In this society I may say confidently that we have .absolately 
no lock up whatever, and that we might realise almost the whole of our 
investments at about twenty-four hours’ notice if we wished to do 803 
and that I cannot but consider as a satisfactory element in the position 
of the society. Another satisfactory feature in the accounts which we 
submit to you is that we are still working in the right direction as 
regards our ratio of expense. You may notice that in the last two years 
our premium income has increased very considerably—some £10,000 
in the two years—and a slight addition to our expenditure might almost 
have been anticipated, and would not have been unreasonable. But so 
far from the expense having increased, it has diminished ; not by a very 
huge sum, of course, but by two or three hundred pounds a year. And 
now, gentlemen, I have, I think, to acquaint you with a fact that the 
report has already brought to your notice—namely, that you will be 
as ed to confirm the election of the two gentlemen whom we sel invited 
to join our board. My friend, Mr. Forster, was appointed in su 
to our late colleague, Sir John Monckton, and we have thought it 
desirable to raixe the number of our board beyond the legal minimum 
calling to our councils “wy very valued friend, Mr. Frederick Green. 
am quite ‘sure that M: Forster and Mr. Green will be very valuable 
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this, have to bring before you to-day what I may call a somewhat 
jelicate suggestion, but which, at the same time, I am sure you will 
approve of—namely, the increasing of the emoluments of your board. I 
need hardly say, gentlemen, that so far as we are concerned, it would 
he the greatest possible pleasure to serve you gratis and for nothing. 
Bat we have to think of the future, and we find it difficult, when inviting 
gentlemen to join the board, to persuade any of them to join on the 

and conditions which the present allowance admits of. Therefore, 
we shall ask you to-day to increase those emoluments to £2,000 a year, 
qhich will enable every director, I believe, by attending to your business 
to earn the very moderate sum of about £200 a year. We consider it is 
absolutely essential that this change should be made. I think now I 
lave touched upon all the points of interest in the report, and I shall, there- 
fore, move the first resolution—viz., That the report, with the accounts 

ed thereto, be received and adopted. ; 

. J. Hersert TRITTON (deputy chairman) seconded the motion, 


ich was carried unanimously. 
which Wis tion of Mr. H. W. Forster, M.P.; and Mr. FReperick 
Green, having been confirmed by the meeting, . ; 
The CHAIRMAN said he had’ now the — of moving the re-election 
of the retiring directors. It had originally been designed that he should 
move the re-election of three retiring directors, but since the report came 
before the public, Admiral Chatfield had thought it desirable to retire, 
and it would not, therefore, be necessary to propre his re-election. On 
nal grounds he very much regretted Admiral Chatfield’s decision. 
The auditors were then re-elected. ‘s- 
Replying to a vote of thanks, moved Mr. E. TRELAWNEY, and carried 
wanimously, the CHarrMAN said: I am extremely obliged for this ex- 
pression of your confidence, and, in accepting it, on behalf of the board I 
should like again to emphasise more clearly how much the society owes 
to Mr. Day and the staff of the office. -I am conversant, as you may be 
aware, with a good many kinds of business, and am acquainted with many 
sorts and conditions of men, but I do not know any gentleman who fills 
his position more completely and efficiently that the secretary of the 


Marine and General. 
The proceedings then terminated. 








Legal News. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions, 

Sipvey Lugar Mumrorp, Roxzert Ropeers, and Gitrrm Gorpon Craie, 
solicitors (Speechly, Mumford, Rodgers, & Craig), 10, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn, London. March 4. So far as regards the said Robert 
Rodgers, who retires from the firm. [ Gazette, March 10. 





General. 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady and Mr. Justice Jelf will be 
the Easter Vacation Judges. 

Mr. Herbert Reed, K.C., who has been travelling for the benefit of his 
health, has arrived in London from Jamaica, thoroughly recovered. 


Mr. Joseph Walton, in the House of Commons, has asked the Attorney- 
General whether the Government contemplate introducing a measure to 
amend the Musical Copyright Act. Sir Robert Finlay has replied that 
consideration will be given to any reasonable proposals made by those 
interested in this matter for the amendment of the Act of last 
session. 

The death is announced by cablegram from Egypt, says the Daily Mail, 
of Mr. Frank Harris, a member of the firm of Messrs. Harris, Morton, & 
Harris, solicitors, Halstead, Essex. Mr. Harris, who was fifty years of age, 
died at Assuan, of pneumonia, while on a visit to the Nile Valley. The 
deceased was registrar of the county court and clerk to the justices of 
both the Halstead and Hedingham benches, besides holding other 
appointments. 

With the sanction of the Lord Chancellor and the Lord Chief Justice, 
says the Standard, a temporary portable studio has been erected in the 
Judge’s Quadrangle at the Royal Courts of Justice, for the purpose of his 
Majesty's judges being photographed in a group, which will include all the 
judges of \the Scotch courts, the photographs of the latter having alread 
been taken in Scotland. The photographic group, when completed, will, 
it is understood, be painted, and the picture may ultimately be publicly 
exhibited. 

We are informed that the following metropolitan boroughs have already 
intimated to the Kensington Borough Council that they are in favour of 
the suggestion made to them that an inquiry should now be held into the 
working of the system of compulsory registration of title which as an ex- 
eset has been on trial in the County of London since the Ist of 

anuary, 1899: Battersea, Bermondsey, Bethnal Green, Fulham, Green- 
wich, Hammersmith, Hampstead, Holborn, St. Marylebone, St. Pancras, 
Stoke Newington, and Wandsworth. The City of London is taking 
independent action with the same object. 

“Legal Dispensaries,’ which have lately sprung into existence in 
several English towns, promise, says the Globe, to grow more numerous, 
A committee of the International Law Association have issued a report 
recommending that in every populous town a bureau should be established 
where lawyers of skill and character can be consulted by the poor, In 
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ies to us in the administration of your affairs. In connection with | most countries where yet ase - given to the —— services A 


the lawyers are given gra’ 
Law Association are evidently not ee the value of voluntary 
work, for they recommend that the barristers solicitors attached to the 
‘* Legal Dispensaries ’’ should be paid by the State or the municipality, or 
by the legal organizations. This scheme, which is said to have advantages 
for the lawyer as well as for the pauper litigant, is recommended for 
‘* universal adoption by all civilized nations.” 

On Monday, in the House of Lords, Lord Balfour called attention to the 
system of registration of writs relating to heritable in Scotland 
and presented a Bill. The land register with which the Bill dealt was, he 
said, the general register of all the transactions connected with heritable 
property in Scotland. The order in which the writs relating to property 
were registered fixed priority of title, and registration was therefore prac- 
tically compulsory. Considerably more than 40,000 writs were registered 
every year. At present the writs sent for registration had to be 
engrossed and copied at length and twice collated to make sure that they 
were accurately transcribed. This involved much labour aud delay, and the 
object of the Bill was to sanction a system of reproducing the writs by the 
— of photo-zincography, which was already familiar at the Ordnance 

urvey office, and which had been successfully tried by way of experiment 
for a mouth in the reproduction of the.writs registered for the county of 
Fife. The Treasury had given their consent to the Bill, and he hoped their 
lordships would give it a first reading. The Bill was read a first time. 


Frederick Corbett, who formerly practised as a solicitor at Worcester, 
and was there convicted of misappropriating trust funds and sentenced to 
seven years’ penal servitude, attended at the Guildhall, Worcester, on 
Tuesday, says the Zimes, for his public examination in bankruptcy before 
Mr. Registrar Allen. At the outset of the proceedings the prisoner hotly 
resented a request ‘rom Mr. Luke Sharp, the official receiver, that he 
should answer questions and not make speeches. He said- ‘‘I shall make 
as many speeches as I please, and I am not going to put up with any 
impertinence on your .’ He was called to order by the registrar, but 
shortly afterwards declined to answer questions affecting his conduct in a 
matter in which another solicitor was concerned, saying it was his duty to 
give every information as to his assets and liabilities which would facilitate 
collection and clear up questions between his trustee and third parties, but 
when they came to questions of conduct it was different. He had had his 
public examination. He was undergoing his punishment, and it was not 
in accordance with the principle of English law that a man’s conduct 
should be inquired into after he had been convicted, nor was it in accord- 
ance with modern English law that a prisoner'while undergoing sentence 
should be exhibited in a public pillory. Therefore he respectfully declined 
to answer any question whatever upon a mere matter of conduct. 
Corbett’s counsel admitted that the official receiver’s questions were proper, 
and the registrar concurred, but as Corbett persisted in his refusal the 
examination proceeded upon questions of trust and other liabilities, to 
which the prisoner replied in considerable detail.. He attributed his failure 
to the depreciation in value of his investments. The examination was not 


concluded, 








The Sheffield Corporation announces an issue of £950,000 Three per Cent. 
Stock, or such amount as may be necessary to raise the sum of £862,625 
and the expenses of the issue. The price is 92}. The stock is redeemable 
at par on the 30th of September, 1925, unless the same shall have been 
previously cancelled by purchase or agreement. The present issue, which 
will rank equally with the other issues of Sheffield Corporation Stock, is 
to be applied in paying off mortgage loans, &c., and for the discharge of 
£500,000 Sheffield Corporation bills maturing on the 16th of April. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reerstrars ty ATTENDANCE ON 





Date. Emererycy Appear Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
: Rota, No. 2. KEKEWICR. Breyer. 
Monday, March .........16 Mr. King Mr. Greswell Mr. Farmer = Mr. Carrington 
Turendlay ......c.cecsersee- 1q Farmer Church King Beal 
i W. Leach Greswell Farmer Carrington 
Theed Church King Beal 
Church Greswell Farmer Carrington 
Greswell Church King Beal 
Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
“ Farwet. Boucxey. Jorer. Swrixres Eavy. 
Monday, March ......... 16 Mr. Theed Mr. Jackson Mr. Godfrey Mr. R. Leach 
DOSE. ....nrcerrecserseeveckll W. Leach Pemberton R. Leach Godfrey 
Wednesday .......0......18 Theed Jackson Godfrey Pemberton 
Thursday ... ......00.0.0. 19 W. Leach Pemberton R. Leach Jackson 
ES Theed Jackson Godfrey Real 
Saturday 0... ......cs008 Bl W. Leach Pemberton R. Leach Carrington 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 
March 19, Messrs, H. E. Foster & Cranrienn, at the Mart, at 2: 
MTD a Trust Ketate value £8,800, lady aged 45, sovured Morte Securities and 
>a Trust Estate value £8,800, 3 45, on S 
Freeholds ; also Policy, Solicitors, Messrs, Rollitt & andon. 
To a Moiety of a Trast Fund value £7,646; 


a. 
fifth of £25,000 in Consols ; gen’ 78. Solicitor, G. J, Fowler, Bsq., 


London, 
To Three-tenths of One-fourth of Freehokis at 9 — pra £38) per 
annum. Solicitors, Messrs, Dangerfield & Blythe, . 
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To One-eighth of a Trust Fund, value £6,260 in Consols; life70. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Lyne & Holman, London. 
To Freehold Property, near East Dereham, producing £60 per annum ; gentleman 
75. Solicitors, Messrs. G. & M. Goodman, London. 
To One-sixth of a Trust Fund, value over £6,000; gentleman aged 45, and lady 
aged 40. Solicitor, 8S. J. Debenham, Bsq., London, 
POLICIES for £2,570, £2,000, £800, £500, 
STOCKS, SHARES, &c. 
See advertisements, this week, back page. 
Result of Sale, 


Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore sold, on Thursday, the Freehold Shop, 93, Rendlesham-road, 
Clapton, at £1,800, peo 24 years’ purchase of the rent. Two Houses in Beaumont-square, 
Three Houses in Gill-street, Limehouse, £38). Other properties situated 


ey, £670. 
at Plaistow, Stoke Newington, Clapton, and Mile End made a total of £7,150. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 6. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep tn CHANCERY. 

Avams Ixvestuent Synpicate, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before April 18, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Edward Murdoch, 1, Castle ct, Cornhill. Norris & Norris, Bedford row, solors to 
liquidator 

AxaGoas Rartway Co, Limirep (In Votuntary Liguipatioy)—Creditors are required, on 
or before May 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to John Beaton and John Mackenzie, 43, New Broad st. Bompas & Co, Gt 
Winchester st, solors for liquidator 

Carpoy (New) Syxpicate, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 12, directed to 
be heard March 17. Stothart & Bannerman, 43, London wall, solorsfor petners. Notice 
— mg must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

6 

Cornett, Harpy, & Co, Liurtep—Creditors are required, on or before April 13, to send 
their names and addresses to Mr. William Walter Read, 44, Gresham st. teadman & 
Co, Old Broad st, s »lors for liquidator 

Gotpste1x Stores, Liwirep—Petition for winding up, presented March 2, directed to be 
heard March 17. Ford & Ford, Outer Temple, Strand, solors for petners. Notice of 
ms must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


6 
Gwauia, Liu:tep—Creditors are required, on or before April 8, to send their names and 


addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Samuel Oldham, 30, The 
T , Dale st, Liverpool. Whitley & Co., Liverpool, solors for hquidator. 
Low, Sons, & Beprorp, Liuitep—Petn for winding up, presented March 4, directed to be 


heard March 17. Bennett & Chance, 68, Coleman st, solors for petners, Notice of 
z must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Mitt Bask Beitpixe Society, Loutep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 21, directed 
to be heard at the Court House, Prescott st, Halifax, on March 17, at 10.30. Storey & 
Co, Halifax, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 16 

T. & R. Nicuouts, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 4, directed to be 
heard March 17. Glover, 60, Castle st, Liverpool, solor for petners. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of March 16 

London Gazette.-—Tvurspay, March 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitzp 1s CHAaNceRy. 

C. Fezemas & Sox, Lusiren —Petn for winding up, presented Feb 28, directed to be heard 
at Northampton on April 8. Morgan, Wellingborough, solor for company. Notice of 
wane must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

Epwarp Bzices & Co, Liuitzv—Creditors are required, on or before May 1, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Thomas 
Waterworth, 16, Richmond terr, Blackburn. Marsden & Marsden, Blackburn, solors for 
liquidator. 

Geaiscer & Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 26, directed to be heard at 
the Court House, Westgate rd, Newcastle upon Tyne, on March 19, at 10. Maughan & 
Hall, Newcastle upon Tyne, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 18 

Hices’s Daizy Farms, Linrrey—Petn for winding up, presented March 7, directed to be 

heard 24. Simmons, 49, Finsbury pvnt, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’ clock in the afternoon of March 23 

Weteveeors Estate axp Dianosp Misixe Co, Limtrep (1s Liguipatiox )—Creditors 
are required, om or before April 17, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their dette or claims, to ham Carter, 73, Basinghall st 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day ov Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Feb. D. 
Asxze, Wittisu,Cropely, Oxford March 19 Bennett, Banbury 
Axzewniout, Euns Axnz, Queen Anne st, Cavendish #j March 17 
Cavendish 
Arxiswes, Cuarces, Sheffield, Joiners’ Tool Manufacturer 
Sheffield 





Thrupp & Co, Old 


March 21 Branson & Son, 

Banut, Jaze, Reading March @ “uarrell, Worcester 

Batt, Iseaer, Golborne, Lancs, Farmer April9 Woods & Son, Warrington 

Baerer, Davin, FAgtastm, Birmingham March 241 Pointen. Birmingham 

Batiow, Eoucen Feascis Maerecuas, Hasketom, Woodbridge, Suffolk April 1 
& Mom, Clement's inn, Strand 

Bererer, Besxsauis, New Hincksey, Berks, Painter March 31 Galpin, Oxford 

hose, Reweas Micutts, Victoria t, Westminster March 18 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, 

rmx 


Aprill Way & Son, Portamouth 
Potter & Co, King st, Cheapside 
Lines March 27 Frearson & Ramey, Market 


Black 





Busy, Pionw Sr Quixtis, Havant, Hants, Surgeon 

Beovertety, ALenet, Torquay Aprili 

Cuxextsotos, Caturzuixe, OA Leake, 
Basets 

Cunt, Vans, Maida Vale April! Arber & Lewis, Old Jewry chins 

Vauwe., Lecits Wurreersy, Porchester #4, PaAdingtm March1 Farwell, Bath 

Viewer, Eowsen, LiverpoA March 2% Priest & Bon, Liverpool 

Yoacunnirnn, Dovorss, Vairholme rl, West Kensington "March 31 Adams & Adama, 
Clement's trom 

Vou, Bussauie, Wacky March 12 Houghton & Co, Blackpool 

Feuse, Genera’ Jous Acocerce, BL, CIB, Courtfield gdns, South Kensington April 2 
tite te 4, Vedtord row 

Gennes, sepia, Alicargh, ButtAk March & Varker & Co, Michael's Rectory, 
serahi \. 


Guin, Assit, Baztm Mareh Zi Oram, Buxton 
Gives, Witsissn Goon, Urdoliece Vay, Jersey March % Powell & Skuen, Kanex wt, 





March 14, (qv, March 


Ban 


Lo 





GreEnwoop, Samvet, Blackpool March 31 Nowell & Co, Burnley ; 
Hampton, Tuomas Roserts, West Bromwich 25 Hampton, West Bromwich 
=e Jou Brairuwaite, Totnes March 17 Brooks & Co, Godliman st, Doctoyy 
Jmmons 

Hart, James Henry, Hove, Brighton March 31 Murray & Co, Birchin In 
HELLEWELL, Jonn Witt1am, Hove, Commercial Traveller March 31 Trangmar, Hoy 
Hrrcumay, Harrior Catuerive, Finchley April17 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norm 
JACKSON, Jony, York, Iron Moulder March 21 Dent & Scrutton, York 
JENKINS-MULLEY, ANN Puit.ipprxe, Streatham March 16 Peters & Boulton, Basing. 















1st gx, JOHN 
Jounson, JosePu, New Mills, Derby, Pawnbroker March 28 Walker, New Mills, nr Stockport . 2 March 4 
JounsToN, SanaH Anne, Birmingham March 23 Newey & Son, Birmingham paxBuRy, GE 
Kay, Annie Ester, Openshaw, Lancs April 1 Todd, Manchester Mauritius 





Laurence, Marta Evizabeta, Battle, Sussex April4 Cruttenden, Battle 

Lee, Matiipa, Herne Bay March 28 Hills, Oe 

Levy, Lewrs, Camberwell grove March31 C & E Woodroffe, Gt Dover st, Southwark 

Lewis, JENKIN, Ebbw Vale, Mon March20 Powell & Hughes, Ebbw Vale 

Lirtie, Davip, Manchester April1 Page, Manchester 

Lortus, Teresa, Stockton on Tees, ing House Keeper Burns, Newcastle on 

Loren, Rosert Pace, Hornsea, Yorks, Painter April1 Shackles & Dunkerly, Hull. 

Macrer, Acnes, Live 1 March 27 Hannay & Horton, Liverpool — 

Macpuerson, Davip, Hove, Sussex March 30 Verrall & Borlase, Brighton 

Mapay, Cuaries Spencer, Deganwy, North Wales, Mechanical Engineer Marh 
i este’ 





B asstsTEn, F 





BARKER, Jor 
s*parnsley 






paviey, SAM 





Brogs, J+ 

, JOH 
Boor’ Ord 
pega 
Baysixa, 1 






Bri . r 
Maecnsalt Gaon Caruerine, Great Weddington Ash, nr Dover March 10 Stenning& 
Son, idstone 

Marwoop, Tuomas Turron, Swanage March 14 Broadbent & Heelis, Bolton 

Marner, Samvet, Leicester March 25 Whetstone & Frost, Leicester 

en eae Ystrad Rhondda, Glam, Licensed Victualler March 18 Davies & 
ont: 

OLpHAM, ow Josrpn, Hatherleigh, Devon March 21 James, Exeter 

Orpen, Rev Epwarp Cuarrerton, Starcross, Devon March 21 James, Exeter 

Park, James, Ulverston, Lanes. Solicitor March 26 Kendall, Ulverston 

Pawce, Maria, Baker st April 20 Phillips & Co, Sherborne In 

Peak, Ricaarp, Lowton, Lancs April1 Davies & Co, Warrington 

Powe, ALFRED Tuomas, Liverpool March 21 Dent & Scruton, York 

Powe, Mary, Ebbw Vale, Mon March 20 Powell & Hughes, Ebbw Vale 4 

Roserts, ALBERT, Sackville st, Woollen Merchant March 31 Halse & Co, Old Burlingtong 

SEARLE, Freperick Jouy, Sun ct, Cornhill April 20 Stoker & Hansell, Gray’s inn sq 

Se_xiek, Henry James, Birmingham, Wine oda March 14 Hargreave & Heaton, 
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Birming' GLENWRIG 
SippaLt, Save, Dronfield, Derby March 31 Lucas & Padley, Sheffield pay 
Sparrow, Rosert, Dover, Lodging house Keeper March 31 Bradley, Dover Ord 
SransBy, James Bensamin, Regent’s pk rd arch 25 Drake & Co, Rood In GaeaToR! 
Surton, Gore, Gt Grimsby med 31 Barker, Gt Grimsby Cheln 
TappenDEN, Bexsamin James, Chiswick, Dairy Farmer March 25 Piesse & Sons, 0M GneGorY, 

Jewry chmbrs Leice 
Tetiey, Wittiam, Birmingham, Screw Manufacturer March 31 Foster & Co, Birming. Bors, D 
ham 
Taompson, Henry, Fordingbridge, Southampton, Manufacturer April 15 Jackson &(), Jon #8, . 
Fordingbridge - Pont 
Torset, Euma, Formby, Lancs April1 Weightman & Co, Liverpool Kerra, | 
Turver, Tuomas, Ipswich. Builder March 18 Josselyn & Sons, Ipswich Cow 
Vatvance, Tuomas Wittiam, Lynsted, Kent April18 Tassell & Son, Faversham Kerrie, 
Wessrer, WiiuiamM, Burn, nr Selby, Yorks, Timber Merchant Aprill Parker & Parker, a. 
Iby 
Wiu1ams, Tuomas, Liverpool, Chemist March 31 Cleaver & Co, Liverpool Alb 
Yocxyey, Saran, Saul, nr Stonehouse, Glos March 20 Stroud, Cheltenham eae 
London Gazette,—Turspay, Feb. 24. wr Miwa 
BacsHaw, Samvet, AcocksGreen, Worcester April2 Mogford, Birmingham Cou 
Bayiss, Henry, Aston, Warwick April2 Lane & Co, Birmingham : Nicuot 
Cuarmas, Harriet Hacar, Guildford March 31 Capron & Sparkes, Guildford Sto 
Crarke, Anna, Hoxne, Suffolk March 25 Lawton & Co, Eye, Suffolk Nicuo 
Cou.inxs, Rey Joux, Holmfirth, York March 19 Sykes & Co, Holmfirth Pet 
Exxis, Tuomas, Cheetham, Manchester, Builder May 31 Innes, Manchester Parise 
Forrest, Jous Scorr, North Shields, Auctioneer, and Ann Forrest, North Shields March Ke 
31 Brown & Holliday, North Shields Puorzi 
Fresco, Marcarer Besoran, Inverness. Scotland March 24 Poultney, Ulverston — Or 
Govparp, Euma Jane, St James, New Cross April 11 Sismey & Cook, Serjeant’s inn, Porrut 
Fleet st re 
Goopmas, Hargierr, March, a, March 21 Hartley, Peterborough Pp 
Hares, Hannan, East st, Walworth, Boot Dealer March 31 Galpin, Oxford ; Rawt 
Henstey, Avrrep, Wallingford, Berks March 25 Grubbe & Troughton, Lincoln's im a 
elds Rice, 
Hewson, Rev Georce Henny, Ainsty, York April14 Spink & Brown, York 
Hewitt, Hevena, Crumpsall, Manchester April7 McDonald, Manchester Rice, 
Hewitt, Joux, Manchester, Draper April7 McDonald, Manchester 
Hugore, Evizaseta Avice, Sou rch 31 Laytons, Budge row ScuE 
Jacksox, Curistoruer, Easington, Durham, Property Owner March 1 Bell, Wet ] 
Hartlepool Simp 
James, Jouxn Tuomas, Handsworth, Cycle Rim Manufacturer March 31 Jagger, I 
Birmingham Suir: 
Jous, Ricnanp, Liandissilio, Carmarthen March 26 Lascelles & Lewis, Narberth ] 
Keecy, Evizasetu Caruenine Wryer, Warwick rd, Maida Vale Apvril 14 Le, Sarr 
Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st oa ; 
1" 


Lax, Mary Asn, be Ag seer Surrey March 18 Brash & Co, Bow churchyard, Cheapside 
Leacn, Exviza, Leeds March 31 Leach, Scarborough ’ 


Mawicom, Evizaseru Coitinas, Devonport May 9 Gard & Co, Devonport Sra. 
Meyer, Feaxces Jane, Hove, Sussex March $1 Wright & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Mitvee, Georce Snort, Tooting April 20 Eley, Chancery In Tay 
Mosreira, Axwxe, Birkenhead, Grocer March 25 Reinhardt, Birkenhead 
Moxoax, Tuxaxnsa Fronunce O’ Doxonox, Chelsea March 25 Gedge & Co, Gt Georges Wu 
Newsour, Joz Crossitey, Sowerby Bridge, York, Machinery Merchant April 7 Gare, 
Elland Wi 
Onrwooo, Witssam, Chilworth, Oxford April1 Birch, Thame, Oxon 
Panker, Feancis, Dr Johnson's bldgs, Temple, Barrister April 1 Peacock & Goddard, 
South sq, Cours inn 
Panny, Roeeer, Holywell, Flint, Farmer March 5 Cope & Co, Holywell Ap 
Pausey, Amecia, New st, Bromptonrd March 20 ‘Taylor, Essex st, Strand 
Peasy, Col Cuances Surru, Avenue rd, Regent’s Park March 14 Stutfield & Son, Parlier At 
ment st 
Price, Mauoaunt Jane Faanen, Ryde, I of W March 28 Nussey & Fellowes, Gt Wit 
chester «t A 
tankin, Janez, Braintree, Kawex March 25 Cunnington & Co, Braintree 
Ruoves, Tuomas, Rochdale, Tripe Dresser March 31 Mipley, Rochdule B 
Kosvnrs, ee Long Bution, Lincoln, Farmer March 14 Calthrop & Harvey, ‘ 
maldin | 


Ls) 
Rose, ies. ove, Sussex Aprill Peacock & Goddard, South sq, Gray's inn 
Husse.t, Thomas, Sithney, Cornwall April 6 Tyacke, THdston 
Bauvuer, Berey, Louth, Lincdln March 19 Sharpley & Son, Louth : 
Burmtny, Wasninaron, Robert st, Hampstead March 16 Ray & Flower-Ellis, Great 
Portland at 
Simeson, Witssam, Hartlepool, Grocer Feb 28 Bell, West Hartlepool 
Bxiciicoun, Jowwen, Erdington, Warwick April1l Reece & Harris, Birmingham 
Sournwick, Jamun, Tamworth, Engineer Aprilll Reece & Harris, Birmingham 
Tnomvaon, Thomas, Sheffield April 40 Burdekin & Co, Bheffield 
Torrexuam, Conweancy Exuncine, Hove, Brighton March 2 Godden & Co, O14 Jewry 











On -“— Gunn Tune, trentham, Yank Manager March 2% Sherrard & Sona, 
lyremteatt 





Tweurvmax, Lawnence Bonnets, Nevern sq, 8 Kensington April 2 Wilde & Co, 


Col hill 
Wout, Hansand Hanson, Bradford March 14 Beldon & Ackroyd, Bradford 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


Londm Gazette.—F RIDAY, March 6. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
—_ Epwarp, Chinley, Derby Stockport Pet 
Ord 


_—- L pGE, Port Louis, 
EXANDER LETHBRIDGE, 

Licey L ni March 3 , 
h, 
3 










4 LEX, 







BANBURY, 
High Court Pet Aug 11 

B —_ Mary Jaye, Linthorpe, nr Middlesbro 

” Upholsterer Middlesbrough Pet March 3 Ord 

Barker, JOHN, Felkirk, mr ome Yorks, Screener 

Barnsley Pet Murch 4 Ord March 4 

Newton Heath, Manchester, Boot Maker 

Pet March 3 Ord March 3 

Brees, a or eee Umbrella Maker Carlisle Pet 

March 2 2 
Boora, Joux, Burslem, Staffs, Builder Hanley Pet Feb 


Feb 27 

purse, ADOLPHCS, ee on Merchant High 
Court Pet Dec 2: 

Baysine, Wauiax Beet Leeds, Decorative Artist 

Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

Busor, AntHue Henry, Newton Abbot, Devon, Watch- 

maker Exeter Pet March 3 Ord) 3 

BorrerwortH, Hannan Mania, Burnley, Grocer Burnley 
Pet March 2 Ord March 2 

pe Bravx, Paut Rarer, and ALEXANDER RaTIER DE 

Bravx, Croydon, Opticians Croydon Pet Feb 25 Ord 


Feb 25 
ey Ayyie, Leominster, Baker Leominster Pet 
March4 0; 


March 4 
Esors, Hermann, Fore st, Agent High Court Pet March 
2 Ord Ma h 


reh 2 
nae IsraEL, Huddersfield, Draper Huddersfield Pet 
March 4 Ord March 4 
GueswaicHt, Joun WitiiaM, Allendale Town, Northumber- 
land, Cart need Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 2 
Ord 
Ticenas Tuomas, 


GREATOREX Coachbuilder 
Chelmsford Pet March 3 Ord March 3 
Gaecory, Joun Henry, a. Rutland, Tobacconist 
Leicester Pet March 3 Ord March 3 
ive, DoveLas ae 9 Sunbury Kingston, Surrey Pet 
Feb 6 


Ord March 
Jones, Tuomas, Ynys Soth, Abercynon, Glam, Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet h2 Ord March 2 
Keira, R C, Granville pl, Portman sq, Lieutenant High 
Co Jet Jan 7 Ord March 4 
orses, Serese VaventixE, Cromer Norwich Pet Feb 
18 


4 
Mazsra1, Domenico, Watford, Herts, Fishmonger St 
Albans Pet Feb28 Ord Feb 28 
Mason, James, Wigan, ‘aalaene Wigan Pet March 2 
Ord March 2 






BAyLey, Samvst, 5 
Manchester 






















eg 











Miwais, CHARLes, jun, Cope, Credit Draper High 
Court Pet Jan 22 Ord March 

Nicuoits, Rosert, Stoke upon ‘Trent, Timber Merchant 
Stoke upon Trent Pet Feb 12 Ord March 2 

Nicuois, Arruur Wii.1am, Spalding, Lines, Merchant 
Peterborough Pet March 4 Ord March 4 

Panisu, Frank Howarp, Neath, Glam, Refreshment heuse 
Keeper Aberavon Pet March 4 Ord March 4 

Piorzkar, Morris, Cannon st rd High Court Pet Feb 6 
Ord March 4 


and Hersert Tuomas 
Farmers Walsal 


Cardiff Pet Feb 


Porr.etox, Francis Henry, 
Porrieton, Shelfield, nr Walsall, 
Pet Feb 27° Ord Feb'27 

Rawtinas, Joux, Cardiff, Fish Dealer 


2 Ord Fet 28 
Rice, Exvest, Staple Hill, - Bristol, Builder Bristol 
Pet March ¢ rd March 
Bristol 


Rice, Rost Mary, Staple Hill, be Bristol, Draper 
Pet March 3 Ord March 3 

Scutv, FreperiwcK ae 18, Scotforth, nr Lancaster, 

. Butcher, ng | Pet gy Ord March 2 

1 MP8ON avrer, Liverpool, Photographer Liverpool 
Pet March 3 Ord aes - ~ 

i, Ss Isaneuta, York York Pet Feb 28 Ord 
el 


Swrru, Cuar.es, Saltley, Birmingham, oy House 
Keeper Birmingham Pet March 3 Ord March 3 

Suiru, Eowarp Tuomas, Ellistown, L Se Labourer 
Burton on Trent Pet March 8 Ord March 3 

Srrawson, Vincent, Craven st, Strand High Court Pet 
Feb3 Ord March 2 

ae 5 Joux Wiit1aM, Morecambe, Phrenologist Preston 

= at March 4 os March 4 
ILKINsON, Joux, Du Baker Dudle 
Ol Manta ey, Dudley Pet March 2 

Wiixs, Grorae Srrinarr, Hythe, Kent, Solicitor Canter- 
bury Pet March 3 Ord March 3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Aveut, Samver Ricnarp, Ratencter March 17 at 3 Off Rec, 
rridge st, Leices 

ADAMson, Groner Prnc os oa Handsworth, Staffs, Bachelor 

of Medicine March 18 at 11 174, Corporation st, Bir- 


Avpaep, Frevenick Wintian, Gt Yarmouth, 
March 16 at 1.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Baker, Hewny, Derby, Rabbit Salesman’ March 14 at 11 
Off Reo, 47, Full st, Derby 
Banaury, Gronar ALEXANDER Leruentpar, Port Louis, 
——— Registrar General of Mauritius March 17 at 
ruptey bldg», Care’ 
Brod Sra “arlisle. Umbrelia Maker March 16 at 129 
o@ Reo, 34, Hg Carlial 
ILLIAM aston, Stats, Geno! ) 
ae at 11 Off Reo, Wet —— ee 
a I1LLIAM Mrakine, Leoda, Decorative Artist 
. aN 16 at 11_ Off Reo, 22, Park row, Loods 
Rex, Anraua Heyry, Newton A Abbot, ee ee 
maker March 19 at 10.90 Off Reo, §, Bodford cirous, 


Grocer 


Eaqey, Henman, Foro st, ont , 
m Lore at Agon March 16 at 2.90 Bank 





Foutxes, prey Evay, Pe og Bay, Denbigh, Carter 
March 14 at 11 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 
GLenwriGat, Jonn WILLIAM, a iledale ‘own, Northumber- 

Builder ~ geek oe Of Bee, 30, Mosley 
Newcastle on Tyn 
eovma ALFRED, de ol Lines, Fruit Steen March 
16 at 11.15 Off Ree, Vi Cha: st, 
Grove, Fravycis HAmi.ton, nion "Club, ‘Trafalgar sq 
March 17 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 
Harris, Artaur Heyry, Morchard Bisho ions: Farmer 
March 19 at 10.30° Off Rec, 9, Bedfo circus, Exeter 
Hoimes, Henry, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Joiner 
March 16 at i2 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


Jones, ArTHur Agnotp, and Patmer Bupp, Blackfriars 
rd, Metal aay 2 Front Fitters March 18 at 2.40 Bank- 


ruptcy b) st 

Keer, Guonos, High yeombe, Grocer March ldat12 1, 
St Aldate’s, Oxford 

Kramriscu, Soromoy, and Frepericx Srery, Liverpool, 
India Rubber Merchants March 17 at 2.30 Off Ree, 


35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Lacry, AFreD, and Henry Taomas wo} Loughboro: 
Tobacconists March 16 at 12.30 Off ‘Ree, i, Berri 
st, Leicester 

Marcus, Put.tp, Old Cavendish st, enea, Tailor March 
19 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 


Masa, ae ® Wricat, Frokerer March 17 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

MITCHELL, Axpuew, _ Dursley, Glos, Chemist March 17 at 
11 Off Ree, 8 rd, 

Pui.urrs, Wintian, Abertillery Mon, Builder March 16 at 


Satmon, Lrsue ty Le'cester, Warehouseman 
March 17 at 12.30 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Swrrn, Annie Isapecia, York — 17 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
The ted House, Duncombe 

Switn, Wim.LuiaM Henry, Mai 3 asberecgh, Leicester, 
General Draper March 16 at 3 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, 
Leicester 

os Antuony, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Com- 

Traveller March 16 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 

iaandhester 

Srrawsoy, Vincent, Craven st, Strand March 18 at 12 
Bankru; st 


bldgs, Carey 
Tay.or, Tuomas, Bengeverh, Evesham, Worcester, Builder 
March 14 at 11 45, Cope! st, Worcester 
Tuerar.e, Joun Samvet, Lower Laundry Engineer 
March 19 at 9 Off Ree, 68, Castle st, woe be 
~~ oe Brooke, Cardiff, Tailor March 16 at 12 


Ree, 117, St Mary st, 
VINCENT, Samvet, Howdon on e, Northumberland, 
Mineral 





Water Manufacturer 16 at 11.30 Off 
Ree, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on ae 
Wits, Hewry, Glam, Hay Merchant 


"Treh 
March 17 at 12 135, High st. Merthyr Tydfil 
Wrerorp, Witiiam Wicrnip, Catford March 16 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Waront, mag pe beasbenvugh"C Carpenter March 20 at 
11.40 The Law Courts, Peterborough 
Yeomans, Tuomas, Barnsley, Insurance Agent March 16 
at 10.15 Off Ree, 7, Beene &, Barnsley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Auuex, Joun Epwarp, Chinley, Derby 
March 4 Ord March 4 


— Apert Cuaries, Hendon, Horse Dealer Barnet 
et Jan 24 Ord Feb 26 
Same Mary Jane, Linthorpe, nr — 
U March Cc 


—— Middlesbrough Pet } 3 
BARKER _ Felkirk, nr Barnsley, Screener Barnsley 
Pet ‘March 4 Ord rd March 4 


Bay ey, Samvet, Newton Heath, Pete, Boot Maker 
Manchester ‘Pet March 3. Ord Mare 

Breas, James, Carlisle, Umbrella Maker Carlisle Pet 
March 2 Ord March 


2 
Borum, Jutivus Josgen, Minories, Aldgate High Court 
Pr March 4 


Stockport Pet 


et Jan i6 Ord 
Bryyine, Wituiam Meaxine, Leeds, Decorative Artist 
Leeds Pet March 2 = hz 
Buror, a S >} ry ae Devon, Watch- 
maker et March $ Ord March 3 


Burter, eee, yA ay et Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Dec 9 Ord March 3 

Burrerwortn, Hannan Marta, Burnley, Grocer Burnley 
Pet March’2 Ord March 2 

Capmany, Jonn Ricuarp, sen, Joux Ricuaro Cavan, jun, 
Epwarp Brsnor, ‘Harry Capwax, and Wiuiian 
Arrive CapMAN, ‘Hampstead ml, Shop Front Builders 
High Court Pet Feb 9 Ord March 4 

am Jocetyy, Fulham Park rd High Court Pet 
Deo 2¢ Ord Match 2 

Caaates Waters, Burnley, Shopfitter 

Pet Feb 27 Ord Feb 27 

Darxxwatsr, Annis, Loominster, ~ 7 oe Baker Leo- 

Mare! Ord March 


mi 

Davay, Caantes Arruur WaLrone, Taldington Kingston 
Surrey Pet Jan 12 Ord March 

Eeorn, ann? Fore st, Agent High Court Pet March 


comm Tsrakt, Huddendte, Draper Huddersfield Pet 
arch 4 Onl Mare 
Fivux, Caaries Rr ateg | ry, Russel) sq, Bloomsbury, 
Solicitor Croydon Pet Dee 12 Oni Jan 4 
Grearonex, Wituram Tromas, Lford, Coachbuilder 
Chelmsford Pet March 8 Ord Mareh 8 
Greaony, Joun Hexry, U Jee. > Rutland, Haintresser 
Leicester Pot Marc! Ord Mareh 3 
Guperoy, Roarert, Wightman ni, ae, Manufactunyr 
igh Court Pot Jan? Ord Ped ¥ 
Hamuonp, Cuanies Eowanrp, Redieutvall with Harleston, 
Norfolk, Farmer Ipswich PetJan 2? Ord March é 
Huan THOMAs, Birmingham, Glass Dealer Birmingham 


Jonna, os A , Glam, Tabourer Pe id 


peaene 
Burnk 





Onl 
: Kaun, Tacn, Hox —— at, Clothier High Court re | 








SHEFFIELD CORPORATION 
£3 PER GENT. STOCK. 


Issue of £950,000. 








Or such other amount as may be necessary to raise 
the sum of £862,625 and the expenses of, and 
incident to, the Issue. 





Authorised by “‘ The Sheffield Corporation Ac‘s, 1883 and 1889.” 





Price of Issue, £92 10s. Od. per cent. 





The CorProraTion OF Repro give notice that, under 

the provisions of the above Acts of Parliament, ‘and in 

ce of resolutions passed at a meeting of the Council, 

eld 3rd March, 1903, they are prepared to receive applica- 
tions for the above 

The Stock, or any part thereof, to be redeemable at par 





on the ber, 1925, unless the same shall have 
been previously led by p in the open market or 
by agreement with the holders. 
Rate of Interest, £3 per cent. annum, payable half- 
yearly on the Ist March and Ist ber, at the Sheffield 
Hallamshire Bank (Limited), Sheffield, or by their 


py Agents, Ad ‘Glyn, Mills, Currie, & » 67, 
rg ge Dividend warrants will be forwarded by 
dh required. Interest will accrue from the 
Xe of payment of the money to the Bankers. 
The be transferable by deed in any amount. 
The evn y cee gt pote ee 
of Sheffield Corporation Stock. 
eteie ted ae Sat & & ait paying off 
rtgage loans, funds towards carrying on 
works authorized by the yoy Pomp Local Government 
Board sanctions for extension of by al Waterworks, 


Shettield Corporati i mating on the ate 1b Apa 4 
ion 1 A 1908. 
Piogpets cupaniod by a deposit of £6 per cont. 
accompanied bya per 
on nominal amount applied for, and no applica- 
tion will be received unless upon the ibed form 
No sum less than £50 of Stock allotted, a and an 
amount in excess of that sum must be a 7 of £10. 
oa a may be for the whole or any part of 
and where no allotment is made the full amount of 
cases 


allotment, to the and 
Hallamshire Bank (Limited), Sheffield ; or to their London 
Agents, Messrs. Glyn, Mills, Currie, & Co., 67, Lombari- 


Stork om SF gertte ts gad poiondy past Gausen 
Stock on its it y 
will be liable to forfeiture. é ain 
‘The Stock will be inscribed in the Books af the Corpora- 
tion at Sheffield, and Stock certificates will be delivered in 
py | = the Bankers’ ptlipen sag hn ane 
ce Registrar, as no charge 
ie a on issue of such Stock certificates. 


ings, 
a capital value of £5,084,255. 
The Loans Fund, under the Sheffield Corporation Acts, 
formed by annual contributions (a 
ot tok from the 








t), is available for the purchase 
holders, for extinction. 
The Books of the Corporation will be 


closed 

from the 14th to the 28th February, and from the 17th to 
the Sst August, both days inclusive, in each year 

The Financial ¢ “auses of “ The Sheftield Corporation Act, 

188," bei basis of the model 


The F 
praved, by Pasinunend, the interes 
ome approved by ont, the interests af the public 


= amply pratected. 

7 Trastee Act, 1883," trustees may invest their 
funds in this Stock unless expressly fortudden by the 

=f creating the trust te invest in Corporation 


Copies of the Acts of Parliament authorising the Lean 
may a one at the Town Clerk's Office, Town Hall, 


A Ca on the Londen Stock Exchange will be 


stuses and forms of pontine may be odtained 


nitieki; or from the 


re . Limited, Sheffield; or 
their London Agents, Mesus, Glyn, Mulls, Ourrie, & Oo. 
W. FISHER TASKER, 
Registrar and City Treasurer, 
City Treasurer's Office, Down Hall, Shottiolt, 
Sth March, 193, 








~ 
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Hosp, Ge oo High ie. Wysembe, Grocer Aylesbury Pet 


Lecseene, faa and Sipney WitiiAm Mitter, Stow- 
market, Suffo Mani Tocers Bury St 
Edmunds Pet Feb 20 Ord March3 

Matett, Epcar, saveeh Fes egy and Engraver Liver- 
pool Pet Feb 10 

Marcuest, Luic1, Greek st, Soho. * toma Merchant High 
Court Pet Feb19 Ord ‘March 

Martin, Tuomas, += Cambridge Pet 
Feb 14 Ord March 2 

Masox, James, Wigan, Greengrocer Wigan Pet March 2 
Ord March 2 


Myttoy, ALExanDeER, Birmingham, Painter Birmingham 
Pet Feb9 Ord March 4 

Nicuois, Artuur WILLIAM, —, — Merchant 
Peterborough Pet March4 Ord 

Norrucorg, Isaperta Mary Avousta + Royal 
eres, Holland Park, Widow High Court Pet Jan 6 
Ord Feb 28 

Parisu, Frank Howarp, Neath, Glam, Refreshment House 
K Aberavon Pet March4 Ord March 4 

Porrtetoy, Francis Henry, and Hersert Tomas 
Poprietoy, Shelfield, nr Walsall, Farmers Walsall 
Pet Feb 27 Ord March 3 

Raw.inos, Joux, Cardiff, Fish Dealer Cardiff Pet Feb 
28 Ord Feb 2 


eb 
Russet, Frep, Tottenham, Builder Edmonton Pet Feb 
3 Ord Feb 28 
Scuew, Freperick Louis, Scotforth, nr Lancaster, Butcher 
Preston Pet March2 Ord March 2 
—, Annie Isapetta, York York Pet Feb 28 Ord 


Sean, Epwarp Tuomas, Ellistown, Leicester, Labourer 
Burton on Trent Pet Marech3 Ord March’3 

Tayvor, Joun Wii.14M, Morecambe, Phrenologist Preston 
Pet March 4 4 

Tore, Wituiam Brooxixe, Cardiff, Tailor Cardiff Pet 
Feb 24 Ord Feb 28 

Witkixsox,Joux, Dudley, Worcester, Confectioner Dudley 
Pet March 2 Ord March 2 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 10. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Barrett, James Epw ep, a hese nr Oldham, Builder Old- 
ham 


Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
BeprorD, Freperick, and Tuomas Beprorp, Clayton West, 
nr Huddersfield, Twine Manufacturers Barnsley Pet 


ang! na weenie Kingst 

Bray, Jonn JONATHAN, ston upon Hull Kingston 
upon Hull Pet March 6 a 

Breeos, Seamay, Beckenham, ee 
Croydon Pet Feb5 Ord Mare 

BeockLEenvest, Grorce, —— "Glass Dealer Sheffield 
Pet March 5 Ord Marc’ 

Buiier, Wacter Grecory, _ Hastings Pet Feb 
21 Ord h7 


Proprietor 


Bvetoy, Tuomas, Brandon Colliery, Grocer Durham Pet 
March 5 h 5 

Criark, Gzorce, Bath, Painter Bath Pet March7 Ord 
March 7 


Corxmtt, Tuomas Epwarp, Lancaster, Baker Preston 
Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Dark, Percy, Pensarn, Carmarthen, Commission Agent 
Aberavon’ Pet March6 Ord March 6 

Desere.i, Epucxp, Thornbury, nr Brandis Corner, Devon, 
Mason Barnstaple Pet March5 Ord March 5 

Evans, Bert, Newport, Mon, Tailor Newport, Mon Pet 
Feb4 Ord March 5 

Faevey, Feeperick, 5 PSS a Licensed Victualler 

Wolverhampton’ Pet March 7 Ord March 7 
Farqunar, be ~4 Epwarp Townsesp, a st, 
High Court Pet March 6 Ord Mare’ 
Fragen, BP, Piccadilly High Court Pet Feb 7 “ond 


Feasxus, Wittiam Epwarp, upon Hull Kings- 


ton upon Hull Pet March 5 March 5 
Greexwoon, Josern, Bradford, Cabinet Maker Bradford 
Pet March 5 Ord March 


Hooks, Jonx Ravn, re mee ade Yorks, Draper Bradford 
Pet March 6 xi 


Hogowstz, Rvets, yt my = Draper High Court Pet 
Feb 4 Grd March6 

Howany, Cuazies James, Norwich, Fish Merchant Nor- 
wich Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Hei, Jaues, Earl's Croome, Worcester, Innkeeper 
Worcester Pet March6 Ord March 6 


Jusus, Apert, Abergele, Denbigh, Butcher Bangor Pet 
March 6 ( Jd March 6 “4 


Juxes, Tuouss Payce, Brighton, 
ighton Pet March 7 Ord March 

Kise, Grozox Wituiam, King’s Heath, bei naee of Boot 
Maker Birmingham Pet March7 ‘Ord March 

Kivcuex, Jonx Leacn, Leeds, Bricklayer’s Foreman Leeds 
Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Lyrxs, Joszru, Burmantofts, Leeds Leeds Pet March 6 
Ord ch 6 

Mixes, Joxz, em, Tobacconist York Pet March 3 
Ord March 


4 urniture Dealer 


Mustry nhl x Ricuarp, Bomcombe, Bournemouth 

Milliner Poole Pet March7 Ord March 7 

Ricnanvs, —— Stapleford, Notts, Grocer’s Manager 
Derby Pet Feb 16 Ord March 6 

wt, 4, Redcrom #, Hat Manufacturers High 
Court Pet Yeb4 Ord March 5 

Row.er, Janes, Jaure Sioxey Roreat Row.ey, Peacy 
Bao k Kowiey, ani ArTuve STAxiry Rowsey, 
Rederom st, Manufacturers High Court Pet March 5 
Ord March 5 

Row.ur, Janes Sivery Roweet, Featherstone wt, City rd 
High Court Pet Jan 1% Ord March 5 

Bone. wee Witttan, Da m, Wilts, Haulier Salis 
Susy Pet March 6 Ord th 5 

Keser, Aztuve Howse, Clifum, Pristol, Corn Factor 
Bristol Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

ames, G, Twickenham, Builder Brentford Pet Jan 2% 

6 

Barrn, Atexnt Lowsnv, Leicester, Baker Leicenter Pet 

Vea 16 Ord March 5 


Smitn, Witt1am Wuite, Northampton, Market Gardener 
No eg Pet March 3 Ord March 3 
Srarrorp, Henry Heap, a, Chester, Grocer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet March4 Ord 
Tones, Bees Hackney High Court Pet Feb 9 Ord 
5 


i Tuomas, pute, Builder Leicester Pet Feb 
Ord March 5 


Waseem. Sir Witu1am, Kilburn, Baronet High Court 
Pet Jan 20 Ord March 5 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BaupinG, ALBERT CHar.es, Hendon, Horse Dealer March 
18 at12 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
BayYtey, SAMUEL, Newton Heath, Manchester, Boot Maker 
March 18 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
Best, ALFRED, E mn, Warwick, Tailor March 23 at 12 
174, Corporation st, ; Bimmingham 
Biaykstone, Davi, Liverpool, Cabinet ~ med March 18 
at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool! 
| ae Burslem, Staffs, Builder’ Mi Starch 18 at 11.30 
Off Ree, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 
BReESLAU: ER, ApotpHus, Eastcheap, General Merchant 
March 19 at 12 Bankruptcy bl gs, Carey st 
Brez, James Bearpsorg, Patricroft, Lancs, Joiner March 
18 at 2.30 , Byrom st, Manchester 
Briant, WILLIAM Heyry, Loudwater, Chepping Wycombe, 
Bucks, Baker March 18 at1l Red iene a High 
Wycombe 
Baown, Frank, Bilston, Staffs, Grocer March 20 at 11 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
Cuampeny, Herpert, Horfield, Bristol, Commercial 
Traveller March 18 at 11.30 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 
pe Bravx, Paut Ratier, and ALEXANDER RATIER DE 
Branx, Croydon, Opticians March 18 at 11.30 24, 
Railway app, London 4 & 
Faser, Isragi, Huddersfield per March 19 at 3 Off 
Rec, Prudential b , New st, Huddersfied 
Farquuar, GILBERT DWARD Townsenp, Mortimer st, 
Regent st March 20at12 Bankruptcy atten, Cee st 
roe SON "des P, Piccadilly March 20 at 11 uptcy 
idgs, y st 
Gay, Taomas, Ross, Hereford, Plumber March 18 at3 2, 
Offa st, Hereford 
Greenwoop, Josepn, Bradford, Cabinet Maker March 19 
at3 Off Rec, 29; Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Grecory, JoHN Heyry, Uppingham, Rutland, ree, 
March 18 at 3 Off Rec, 1, Berrid dge st, Leiceste! 
Hopees, ArtHur Rosert, Birmingham, Usvonemneer March 
20at1z 174, Corporatioa st, Birmingham 
Hore, Dove.as Epa np, Sunt on Sieees March 18 at 
12.30 24, Railway app, London Brid; 
Hors, Jonny Ratpu, Stanningley, Yorks, , Draper March 20 
at 3 Off Rec, 29, yrrel st, Bradfo 
JENNINGS, WILLIAM, ani GEORGE — Rorrey, Aston, 
Birmingham, Painters March 23 at 11 174, Corpora- 
tion st, Birmingham 
JONES, SARAH, Rhosddu, Wrexham, Dutt, Be ag we 
house Keeper March 18 at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, East- 
gate row, Chester 
Maosrat, Doxenico, Watford, Herts, Fishmonger March 
19at'3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
Martis, THomas, Harwc st, Farmer March 18 at 10.15 
Off Ree, 5, Pettv Cury, Cambridge 
Mason, James, Wigan, eo e March 18 at 10 Court 
house, Crawford st, Wiga 
—— Jor, Harrogate, Tobacconist March 18 at 12.30 
Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, Yor! 
Proceman Morris, Cannon st rd March 19at11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
PostisG, Wittiam, Mountain Ash, Glam, Coal Mingr 
March 19 at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tyafl 
Perss_e, Evwis FREDERICK, Folkestone, Builder March 
19at12 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 
PvrKis, Witt1am, Bumpstead, Essex, coor March 19 at 
2.30 Townhall, Haverhill 
taison, Henry, Chadwell pot, Essex March 20 at 12 95, 
Temple chmbrs, Temple a 
Rice, Exxest, Staple Hill, nr Bristol, Builder March 18 at 
11.45 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Rice, Rose Mary, Staple Hill, nr Bristol, pees March 
18 at 12 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, 
Roppa, W J, Balham March 19 at 11. we 24, Railway app, 
London bridge 
Row ey, James, James Sipvey Rosert Row.ey, Percy 
Brock Rowzey, and Arcuer Stanitey Rowvey, Red- 
cross st, and James Stoxgy Rosert Row ey, Feather- 
stone st, City rd, Manufacturers March 19 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Roseec.t, Aetacr Howanp, Clifton, Bristol, Corn Factor 
March 18 at 12.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Ruseett, Farv, Tottenham, Builder March 19at12 Off 
Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple av 
Savitie, Hersert Wavwis, Swindon, Grocer March 18 at 
11 Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 
SHARROCK, Grorax, Frodsham, Cheshire, Saddler March 
Bata Off Ree, Byrom st, "Manchester 
Suiru, ALBERT Epwanp, Leicester, Baker March 18 at 12 
On Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Ssow, Ricnanv Cieven, Epworth, Lincs, Labourer March 
19 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Teeny, Percy, St John Church rd, Hackney March 18 at 
11 Bankruptcy bigs, Carey st 
TrrstaL., James, Birmingham, Baker March 20 at 11 
174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Tuousnycrort, Cuanies VANDYKE, Bishops Stortford, Herts 
—— March 18 at 1, 30 George nn, Bishops. Stort- 
fore 
TeavuTmasxs, Hetsnicn, Putney, Pork Butcher March 19 at 
12.00 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Wasresevs, Sir Wittsam, Kilburn, 1 March 20 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, is Jarey at 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aon, Cuanies Joux, Lamdon wall, Surveyor High Court 


Pet Jang Ord March 7 
Bauerrr, Janus Kowann, Lees, nr Oldhain, Builder Old- 





— 


Beavey, Harry, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet Feb95 Oy 
5 


BLANKSTONE, Davin, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker Lj 

Pet Jan 30 Ord March” raped 

Boots, Joun, Burslem, Staffs, Builder Hanley Pet Fe 
27 Ord March 6 : 

Bray, Joun JONATHAN, ae upon Hull Kingston 
upon Hull Pet March rd March 6 

BrockieEnurst, GEORGE, —— Chinn Dealer Sheffield 
Pet March 5 Ord March 


Burton, = ae Colliery, Durham, 
Durham Pet March 5 Ord March’5 Groce 

CLARK, lg Bath, Painter Bath Pet March 7 Oy 
March 7 


Coney, ABRAHAM ALFRED, po Fruit Merchant High 
Court Pet Jan%l1 Ord Marc’ 

CorkILL, Tuomas Epwarp, Koonne hl Baker Preston Py 
March 6 6 


Dark, Percy, Pensarn, Carmarthen, Commission Agent 
Aberavon’ Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

pe Bravux, Paut Ratrer, and ALEXANDER Ratige » 
Bravx, Croydon, Opticians Croydon Pet Feb 25 Oni 


DemeretL, Epuuxp, Thornbury, nr Brandis Come, 
Devon, Farmer Barnstaple Pet March 5 Ord Marh§ 

Fartey, Freperick, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualle 
Wolverhampton Pet March7 Crd March7 

Farquuak, GiILBert Epwarp TownsEnp, Mortimer ¢ 

tst High Court Pet March 6 Ord Ma:eh 6 ‘ 

Frankin, WILLIAM Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull King. 
ston upon Hull Pet March § Ord March 5 

GreEnwoop, Josgrn, Bradford, Cabinet Maker Bradfor 
Pet March 5 Ord March 5 

Harris, Artaur Henry, Morchard pe, Devon, Farmer 
Exeter Pet Feb25 ‘Ord March 

Hoce, Witt1am Henry Howarp, 
Licensed 


"hiaitiiod Suffolk, 
Victualler Colchester 


Pet Jan 16 On 
March 3 
Horn, Joun Ratpu, Stanningley, Yorks, Draper Bradfori 
Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
Howarp, Cuarves J Ames, Norwich, Fish Merchant Norwich 
Pet March 6 Ord March 6 


Hv tt, James, Earl’s Croome, Worcester, Innkeeper Wa- 
cester Pet Marché Ord March 6 

James, Arruur, Catford, Livery Stable Keeper Croydon 
Pet Jan 22 Ord March 4 

Jones, ABEL, Abergele, Denbigh, Butcher 
March6 Ord h 6 

Joxes, Tuomas Pryce, Brighton, aes Dealer 
Brighton Pet March7 Ord Mare 

Ketty, Jaye, Kensington Park rd, Boarding house Keeper 
High Court Pet Jan13 Ord Mare 

Kitcuen, Joun Leacu, Leeds Leeds net March 6 Oni 
March 6 


Bangor Pe 


Lywy, Josepu, Leeds Leeds Pet March6 Ord March6 

Magstei, Domenico, Watford, Fishmonger S8t Albam 
Pet Feb 28 Ord March 5 

Mives, Joe, Harrogate, Tobacconist York Pet March3 
Ord March 3 


Naytor, Cuartes Jarvis, Scarborough, Hotel Keeper 
‘borough Pet Jan 29 Ord March 6 

Rose, James WILLIAM, Durrington, Wilts, Haulier Salis- 
b Pet March 5 Ord March 5 

RussE.t, Arruurk Howarp, Clifton, Bristol, Corn Factor 
Bristol Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

Simpson, Water, Liverpool, Photographer 

Pet March 3 Ord March 5 

Samira, WittiAM Wuitr, Northampton,’ Market Gardener 

Northampton Pet March 3 Ord March 3 

Srarvorp, Heyry Hear, Chester, + Ashton under 

Lyne Pet March 4 Ord March 

Tuomeson, WiLviAM, Bishopsgate st w ithin, Builder High 
Court Pet Feb6 Ord March 6 

Trautmann, Hernuicu, Putney, Pork Butcher Wandsworth 
Pet Feb 6 Ord March 3 

Tritton, Cuar.es B, Leatherhead, Stockbroker Croydon 

Pet Oct 31 Ord March 8 

Weits, Gzorce Henry, Birmingham, Perambulator 

Manufacturer Birmingham Pet Jan7 Ord March5 

Wrerorp, Wituiam Wicrrip, Catford Greenwich Pet 

‘eb 14 Ord March 6 


Liverpool 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 9: 


Graicen, James Rosert, Southall, Draper Windsor Pet 
Jan6 Ord Jan 6 





Where difficulty is euperienced @ in “procuring the 
Souicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity i is 
requested that application be made direct 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 








Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL and 
Weexty Rzrorrer, in Wrapper, 53¢., 
post-free (53 Nos. 1902-3), Soxtorrons’ 
JOURNAL only, 268. 6d. ; Country, 288. 64.5 
Foreign, 316. Weskty Reporter, i 
Wrapper, 268. 6d.; Country or Foreign, 
286. 6d. 


Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28, 9d. ; half 





ham Pet March6 Ord March 6 


law calf, 5a. 64, 
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